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(■III I HAAAM) CHABI 
Uhbiha inniiii Ihrfumi. ihc muck which swiris on floodwateii. 

■ I'''" I". .Hit. mill Mil [■■.<■- n.^.M 

bftaM reft™ In u num w!k> u extremely dense in the brain, lie 
lad! Inttllrct Mia mind js exceptionally dim. Ghatn is a man 
whour ■timidity !■ onui|iit«ous^l»W is a moron. 

I fili book to a r-fu louoa of oar nioroa who haa written imm 
tkuthm (nihbbh) regarding liUan'i prohibition of women froni 
attending Ihr Mu.n»|l«l. About ■oroia who write mbbiah, 
taptrlolh/ »■ la* Wiur of the prohibition of women coming to toe 
MuianJId. Ihn llajar HaJtaml (mhoutultab alajh), the 
llluatrteiu authority of the ShanfT Math-hnb who Oo a robed in 
the tNjfti lilamir ctni.ry ■tetea, In M-Frntturwoi Rubra, Volume 
I, 

"No/ m tingle one among the Mustlmeern will hesitate in 
prehlkklnf women (from the MusaafTd) except a GHABI 
mOKtm who farftf in the undemanding of the suM/efta of the 




word, the moron blurt, out ootbia* bul rwbbbh 

IriMtah 



Kaiulolloh alayhi wannaa) told: 

-n* he.rt Solan of a woman Is herSeJseJm the Uttermost recess 
of her kerne,* 

Upholding the Prohibition decrted by Hadhrat Umnr Ihn 
Khottaob <r*dhlyilbfaa anbn), the Kballfah of the time, 
lladhral Atahah < radhiyallahn mh a) said: 

"if Ratal uifah (saUaUahu aJtyki wexliam) saw what the women 
introduced (by wry of mischief), *< **>utdmosl certmtnfy 
prohibit them from the MusJId. " 
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INTRODUCTION 

An article, Women Attending Mosques, written by one modernist 
moron, was brought to our notice. The writer of die bunkum article 
has achieved nothing but portrayal of his total )ahaalai (crass and 
gross ignorance) by delving in a topic about which he toially lacks 
understanding. It is abundantly clear from the trash he has written 
that despite his craving for selling himself up as a 'mujtahid*. he has 
made a mesa of the subject which he has selected to comment on. It 
is conspicuously clear dial he lacks understanding of even the very 
basic mdirm-nfo of the methodology of the Shariah's process for the 
formulation of masia-il. 

It is truly demeaning for intelligence and more so for knowledge 
to respond lo the khunurfaat and ghulhaa (bunkum and rubbish) 
which this modernist jiiahi! moronic 'gentleman' has written. Tlte 
buukuin does not warrant an irrtelligent/ocademic response. 
Nevertheless, simm laymen inebriated with western influences and 
overwhelmed by the libertine cult of this era, may find their shallow 
minds overwhelmed by the nonsense ttxjaahil has gorged out, we 
deem it prudent to offer a response. Silence will be misconstrued 
and many ignorant laymen may fall into the snare which shaitaan 
has Uikl through the medium of the ignorant, moronic writer. 

Women and Musacjid is not an issue which has developed in this 
age. It ks id tirigination in the very age of Rasululkh (sallallahu 
alayhi wasnlaiini li is not a subjeci which is cloaked in mystery and 
ambiguity li is not a mas'alah which 4ands in need of the stupid 
•ijtihaad' ol Stupid persons of the moronic category of this belated 
age in close proximity of Qiyaamah - an age regarding which 
Raailullali (.sallallahu alayhi wasallam) predicted the preponderance 
of fuhiil murakkab (ignorance piled on ignorance) - crass and gross 
ignorance dispensed by the juhtda (morons and ignoramuses) who 
will Ltiemselvea be in dhafaal (manifest kufr deviation) and likewise 
mislead other f uhhatd into dhalual. 

The noble Sahaabah. the illustrious Aimmah-c-Mujtahideen and 
the Fuqaha of Islam of all Four Malh-habs and of all ages, have 
spoken, discussed and issued the verdict on this practice. The 
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Ummah is thus not in need of the silly views of Juhhaal upstarts and 
non-entities who crave foi some cheap glory which their secular 
professions deny them, and which they therefore seek to extravasatc 
fiom their indulgence in Deeni issues for which they are wholly 
unqualified. 

With regard to such ignoramuses and morons who set foot into 
the domain of the Shariah for which they luck expertise in even the 
A, B, C of even the very elementary rudiments Of the Shariah** 
methodology which determines academic issues, Hadhrat Umar Bin 
Khattaab (radhiyaJlahu anhu) said: 
" Verify, the people of self-opinion are the enemies of the Sumah. " 
And, about such juhhaal foe Qur'aan Hakeem says: 
"And among the people Is he who disputes in the (Shariah} of Allah 
without any knowledge, and he follows every rebellious shattaan. " 
(Aayat 3, Surah Hajj) 

The writer of the bunkum article clearly comes fully within the 
purview of the aforementioned Qur'aanic criticism and stricture. His 
stark jahaalat is appalling. He believes that the Ummah was in 
manifest error and deviation from the time of the Sahaabah, and a 
miserable entity of his ilk has in this em managed to extricate the 
Ummah from Us fourteen century 'error* All the Sahaabah, all the 
Aimmah-c-Mujtahideen and all the Fuqana of all Math-habs nave 
dwelt in 'error manifest* and 'deviation' in the stupid theory of kufr 
implied by the bunkum views of the lost soul. 

We advise the moron to divest himself of his bloated 
im scoiKeption of •ijtihad'. an attitude with which shaiiaan has 
subsumed him (the moron). 



THE QUR'AAN 15 NOT A TOY FOR THE 
JUHHAAL 

The Jaahil labouring under colossal self-deception believes himself 
to be qualified to resort directly to the Qur'aan and Hadith for 
resolving bis own contusion and tumultuous mental agony 
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stemming from his stupidity. He thinks that the Qm'aan Majeed can 
be subjected to the opinion and baseless interpretation of just every 
ignoramus on earth, hence he suggests that to *resolve' the imagined 
difference on (he issue of women attending Musaajid. all the 
ignoramuses of the world should formulate their own Opinion by 
subjecting the Qur'aan and Hadith to their base desires. The 
approbation of ignorance (of the Ahkaam of the Shariah) and his 
natural intellectual density has brewed for the moron a dangerous 
potion which eliminates Imaan a notion of kufr. 

He fails to understand that he is totallv blind and that he has no 
option but to follow what the authorities have ruled since the time of 
the Sahaabah. The masaa-il of the Deen are not up for buffeting and 
mutilation to achieve a new mutated -shariah' which could satisfy 
the palates of every Tom, Dick and Harry of the ilk of the moron 
who wrote the ghuthaa '. 

For example, the ignoramus cites the Qur'aanic verse: "ff you 
differ In anything amongst yourselves, refer it to Allah and His 

Messenger " The moron is too stupid to understand that this 

gracious aayat does not entitle morons - the modernist Juhhaal of 
our times to misinterpret the Verse to appease their whims and 
fancies. This aayat simply commands obedience to the Shariah. It 
does not command dismantling of the Shariah as the modernist 
juhhaal of our limes have stupidly understood and practise. They 
practise such kufr dismantling of the Sharah under guise of the 
deception of 'reinterpretation* which by itself is kufr. 

When there is difference among people, the Qur'aan instructs 
them to ascertain the Shariah's Ruling and directive on the issue of 
difference. Thus, the Qur'aan Majeed commands: "And If you do 
not know, then ask the People of Thikr fU the Authorities of the 
Shariah). " This aayat as well as other verses of the Qur'aan do not 
confer on morons the right to dissect, mutilate and misinterpret the 
Qur'aan and Ahaodith to suit their whimsical and baatil opinion. 
The stupid kufr methodology of the morons when they differ with 
the Shariah is to submit the Qur'aanic verses to their personal stupid 
opinions. Then they resort to kufr mierpretation, bending and 
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mutilaiing the Qur'aan lo conform to (heir whims and fancies 
ignoring the fourteen century Practise of the Ummah, implying 
thereby that the entire Ummah from the time of the Sahoabah was 
lost in error and confusion. They are too stupid to understand that a 
difference which their corrupt opinion breeds is not a valid 
difference which could ever be entertained. 

This particular moron speaks about the issue of women and 
Musaajid as if there is a difference of opinion of the authorities of 
the Shariah on this issue. The stupid modernists and the deviates arc 
ihe ones who have created a difference which thev tender in 
opposition 10 the 14 century law of Islam. Their imagined difference 
is bunkum. It has no validity. It is just like a moron claiming pork to 
be halaal, then believing thai this is a difference in the Ummah. 
Differences produced by the corrupt whims and desires of juhhaal 
are of no consequence and have to be summarily rejected as rubbish. 

Far from r*nriission to resort directly to the Qur'aan for 
resolution. Allah Ta'ala commands: -And follow the path of ktm 
who turns to Me. " If a man is ignorant or he dwells in doubt and 
deception or he seeks guidance, then the path for him is 10 submit to 
the authorities of the Shariah - to make Taqleed of the Aimmah-e- 
Mujahideen as this verse and the thrust of the Qur'aan and Hadiih 
command. 

In the first instance those who had turned to Allah are the 
Sahaabah, then the Taabieen, then the Tab-e-Taabieen. These arc 
the authorities of ihe Khairul Quroon (the first three noble ages of 
Islam), about which Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) said: 
■ Honour my Sahuabah. for they are your noblest. Then those who 
are next to them (the Taabieen), then those who are next to them 
(the Tab-e-Taabieen). Thereafter falsehood will become rarnpam.^ 
Thus, the Shariah which existed in these three epochs of Islam is the 
finalized and perfected Shariah about which the Qur'aan Hakeem 

"Wis day have I perfected for you your Deen. and completed for 
you My favour, and chosen for you Islam as the Deen " 
(Aayat 4, Surah Maaidah) 
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It is total ignorance to view the Qur'aan in isolation of the tafseer 
presented by Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam). Thus, the 
moron who has cited Qur'aanic verses which he submits to his 
fanciful and stupid interpretation is guilty of heresy (kufr). A view 
which has developed in this age of corruption and which differs with 
the authoritative ruling of the Shariah, is not a valid difference It is 
not an acceptable difference of authoritative opinion. It is sheer 
Satanism to be rejected. The view of the rjemussibility of female 
attendance of the Musaajid is one such a view of Satanism which 
has to be rejected It is a baatil view which seeks to negate the 
fourteen century Ruling of the Shariah. 

The Qur'aan Majeed is not an object to trifle with. It is not a toy 
with which morons may amuse themselves and interpret to suit their 
diseased westernized palates. Toying with the Qur'aan, the moron 
writes: "As instructed by the Prophet Sallallahu Alaihi m Saltan, if 
a certain issue cannot be resolved using the Qur'aan then the 
Smnah needs to be consulted. " 

The moron is in no shape and has no quaUBcation to resort lo 
either the Qur'aan or the Sunnah. He has no understanding of the 
concept of the Sunnah. The age of Ijtlhaad terminated with ihe 
ending of the Khairul Quroon. If morons in this age are unable to 
understand a Shar'i issue, then they are not entitled to negate the 
Shariah with iheii corrupt understanding of the Qur'aan and Sunnah. 
The explanation of the Sunnah stated by the authorities of the Three 
Noble Ages is the Sunnah to follow. All ignoramuses have to 
compulsorily submit to and accept the Shariah as it has been 
transmitted down the centuries from the time of the Sahaabah. There 
is no room for re interpretation and for structuring a new Shariah. 
There is absolutely no scope for introducing new laws in Ihe place 
of existing laws w hich have been reliably transmitted by authentic 
narration down ihe long corridor of Islamic history from the age of 
me Sahaabah. 
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FORMULATING MASAA-IL 

The fundamental blunder committed by the deviated moron is that 
he considers himself capable of formulating a law by means of 
direct reference to the Qur'aan and Ahaadith. He is in no position to 
cite a Hadith and issue a feiwa on the basis of his corrupt 
understanding of the Hadith. These ignoramuses grab hold of a 
translation, cite a hadith and proclaim that specific hadith as the 
•fotwa' to be followed. Their stupidity docs not permit them any 
better understanding. There are many elements of 11m to which 
narrations and Qur'aank verses have to be submitted before a 
specific ruling could be formulated. But being ignorant of the 
various academic branches of Deeni Knowledge, the moron has 
acquitted himself most audaciously because fools rush in where 
angels dread to tread. He has made a pompous fool of himself by 
displaying so blissful ly his own johoatat. 

The jaahil states that the Ahaadith show 'without doubt' that it is 
permissible for women to attend the Musaajid for Salaat The moron 
does not understand that tt was permissible once upon a time during 
the age of Rmulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam)just as it was once 
upon a time permissible to consume liquor. The moron has not 
understood that the Shariah during the age of Nubuwwat was in an 
evolutionary process. Certain issues were abrogated during bis very 
lifetime, and certain other issues were introduced and others 
abrogated during the era of the Khulafa-e-Raashideen. 

The Shar'i introductions by the Khulafa-e-Raashidcen are not in 
conflict with the perfection and finalization of the Deen announced 
■n the Qur'aan. The Qur'aan commands repeatedly: "Obey Allah 
and obey the Rasool". This Rasool 10 whom the Qur'aan commands 
obedience, commanded the Ummah to mbrr.it to hla Sunnah and the 
Sunnah of his Khulafa-e-Raashideen. Hence he declared: -.Mate 
incumbent on you my Sunnah and the Sunnah of my rightly guide 
Khuiafa." Are there two diittiwt Surmahs? There is only one 
Sunnah - the Sunnah of RualuUih (stllallahu alayhi wasallam). 
The Sunnah of Sahaabah Is tquated to me Sunnah of Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam). Nibi-c-Kareem (sallallahu alayhi 
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wasallam) did not say: "Obey me and my Sahaabah.' 1 He instructed 
the Ummah to obey His Sunnah and the Sunnah of the Sahaabah, 

Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) was divinely made aware 
that after his demise there will be a need for the Khnlafa-e- 
Rashideen to institute certain practices. Therefore, to give Shar'i 
validity to such new introductions by the Sahaabah. Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam) equated the Sunnah of the Sahaabah to 
his Sunnah, and commanded obedience to the Sahaabah. Thus, a law 
introduced by the Khutara-e-Raashidccn may not be negated with a 
Hadith which superficially contradicts the accepted view and faiwa 
of the Khulafa-e-Ranshidecn. 

The Sahaabah were the best Muslims to understand the Ahaadith. 
But morons will cite Hadith narrations to negate the practice of the 
very Sahaabis who's contradictory Hadith they narrate as evidence 
for their corrupt personal opinions. Consider the Hadith of Hadhrat 
Ibn Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) on the basis of which die moron 
claims That it is permissible for females to attend the Musjid. 
Hadhrat Ibn Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) narrated that Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam) said: "Do not prevent ihe maid- 
servants of Allah from going to the mosque. " 

When the moron stumbled across this narration he was beyond 
himself with glee, duping himself with the belief that this Hadith is 
the final word in permissibility - allowing women to attend the 
Musjid. He has failed to comprehend that all the Authorities of the 
Shariah - the Muhadditheen, Fuqaba and Mufasarwn - of all the 
three noble epochs of islam were fully cognizant of this particular 
Hadith and all the other relevant Ahaadith pertaining to this subject. 
It is only an ignoramus suffering from compound jahaalal — 
ignorance piled or ignorance - who will audaciously venture a view 
in contradiction to the Rulings of all these illustrious Authorities of 
the Shariah. 

The moron also basis his stupid 'tatwa' on the following Hadith 
of Hadhrat Abdullah Ibn Umar (radhiyallahu anhu): 'Ibn Umar 
reported: I heard Allah 's Messenger (SAS) say: "Do not prevent 
women from going 10 the mosque when they seek your permission. 
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Bilal b. Abdullah said: By Allah we shall certainly prevent them. 
On this A bdullah ft. Vmar turned towards htm and reprimanded him 
as harshly as I had never heard him do before. He (Abdullah b. 
Umar) said: I am narrating to you that which comes from the 
Messenger of Allah (May peace be upon him) and you (have the 
audacity to) say: By Allah, we shall certainly prevent them (Sahth 
Muslim)." 

Who is in a better position to understand this Hadith than 
Hadhial Abdullah Ibn Umar (ntdhiyallahu anhu). the narrator 
himself* Docs the moron writer of the bunkum article believe that 
he has understood the Hadith better than Hadhrat Abdullah Ibn 
Umar (radhiyallahu anhu)? Despite Hadhrat Abdullah Ibn Umar 
(radhiyallahu anhu) having narrated the permission, and despite the 
severity of his reprimand of bis son, the moron is unaware or has 
deliberately selected to remain unaware of the fact that he {Hadhrat 
Abdullah Bin Umar) would personally prevent women from the 
Musjid to the extent of taking up & position outside the Musjid and 
pelting the women with pebbles, chasing them physically away from 
the Musjid. 

Despite having narrated the Hadith of permission, he prevented 
women from coming to the Musjid fOT Salaat. Shall the Ummah 
now follow the ruling of Hadhrat Abdullah Ibn Umar (radhiyallahu 
anhu) who prevented women from the Musjid, or shall the moron 
who cited the Hadith without understanding it be followed? If the 
Silly opinion of every moron bad to be accepted, there would be no 
Shariah left. This Deen would have suffered the same fate as the 
Shariahs of Nabi Musa (alayhis salaam) and Nabi Isa (alayhis 
salaam). But, Insha' Allah, this will not happen because morons will 
not be allowed to tamper with the Shariah. Their insidious kufr 
propaganda will be exposed and demolished. 

It is most significant that such an eminent Sanaa hi as Hadhrat 
Abdullah Ibn Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) banning women from the 
Musjid despite narraling the Hadith of permission. In Laamiud 
Duraari Shark aial BukhaorL it is mentioned thai Hadhrat Abdullah 
Dm Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) would stand by the Musjid. chasing 
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women out of the Musjid. It is clear mat he was enforcing the ban 
which the Khalifah Hadhrat Umar (radhiyallahu anhu), his father, 
had enacted, and this was despite the fact that he narrated the initial 
permissibility and severely reprimanded his son as is mentioned 
above. 

The moron has failed to understand that the reprimand for the son 
was not on the issue of the mas'alah of prohibition which his son 
had staled. Hadhral Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) and Hadhrat Aishah 
(radhiyallahu anha) had also declared the prohibition. But Hadhrat 
Ibn Umax (radhiyallahu anhu) did not even imply any annoyance at 
the prohibition. On the contrary he was the most vociferous and 
forceful among the Sahaahah 10 enforce the ban on women 
attending the Musjid. 

It was the audacity displayed by his son which hod angered him. 
When he had narrated the Hadith, the attitude of his son displayed 
contempt for the Hadith, and such contempt is akin to kufr. The 
anger was thus imperative and correctly directed. Even today, if any 
one refutes the Hadith of initial r*rrmssibility with contempt his 
Imaan will be eliminated. FiqmVacademic arguments are presented 
to interpret the Hadith and to explain the circumstances of the 
permissibility. The Hadith is not audaciously rejected by word or by 
attitude. Furthermore, the interpretation which we mention here is 
neither our interpretation nor the interpretation of the Ulama of this 
era. ]t is the interpretation of the Sehaabah and of all the Fuqaha of 
the Khairttl Quroon era, and the fatwa of prohibition based on such 
interpretation is the Sunnah of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam) since it was he who had commanded obedience to the 
Sunnah of his Sahaabah which he had equated to Us own Smart 

In this regard Hadhrat Aishah Siddiqah (radhiyallahu anhj) suted 
with great clarity: thai If Rasulullah had to be present and observe 
what the women had introduced (by way of adornment), then he 
would most certainly have prevented them from attending the 
Musjid just as the females of Bant Israaeel were prevented. The 
salient aspects of Hadhrat Aishah"* declaration are: 
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• Her declaration is one or the primary basis for the fatwa of 
prohibition 

• She was well oware of the initial permissibility and die 
Ahaadith of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam). No 
moron can teach her a lesson in Hadiih interpretation. 
Despite her awareness, she unhesitatingly declared that 
Rasulullah (sallulJshu alayhi wasallam) himself would have 
banned women from the Musjid if he had observed the fitnah 
which had developed. 

• All ihe Fuqaha took cognizance of this fetwa of Hadfirat 
Aishah (radhiyallahu anha). Not a single authority of the 
Shariah had argued against H. Only deviated morons 
harnessed by shaitaan to enact his plots in this belated 
century far, far isolated from the age of Nubuwwat. arc so 
audacious as to refute or relegate into oblivion what Hadhxat 
Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) opined on this issue. 

• Even the women of Bani Israaecl were banned after the 
initial permission to attend the Musjid. 

It is further stated in Laamlud Duraari: "According to Aishah, 
Ibn Mas'ood and a Jamaa'at (of the Sahaabah) vomen should be 
prevented from the Musaajid and that ihey make incumbent (for 
themselves) the innermost recesses of their homes (for Solaca). " 

On this issue it is of vital importance not to overlook the aclion 
instituted by Hadhrat Abdullah Ibn Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) to 

prevent women from the Musjid despite him narrating the Hadith of 
permissibility. The Hadith of permissibility should be viewed in the 

light of the practical action taken by Hadhrai Ibn Umar 
(radhiyallahu anhu) to prevent females, and in the light of the 
declaration of Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyallahu anha), and in the light 
of the ban enacted by Hadhrat Umar (radoiyillafau anhu). The view 
of prohibition was not contested by the Sahaabah. But the moron 

feels sufficiently brave to refute the fourteen century prohibition. 
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CATEGORIES OF WOMEN 

The moron avers that 'perhaps' the pcrmisaibility to attend Musjid 
does not apply to one category of women. He refers to this category 
as the girls of khudoor or those young girls who sit in purdah within 
their homes. The moron further displays his ignorance with his 
stupid categorization. Hijaab applies to all women. A slight 
concession is made for very old women - women beyond the age of 
marriage - women who do not constitute fitnah for men. While all 
women of all ages have to incumbemly observe hiiaab and remain 
glued within the precincts of their homes, the purdah is more 
emphasized for young girls. 

His inference is devoid of substance. No authority of the Shariah 
upheld his inference. The discussion pertains to women in general. 
Concessions had applied to very old women. But later even old 
women were brought within the scope of the total prohibition due to 
the fitnah of the times - fitnah emanating from both men and 
women. The world is glutted with fussaaq. fujjaar, faasiqaat and 
faajiraaL Only insane morons and lustful fussaaq and fujjaar desire 
to pollute the Musjid and its environs with ana by campaigning for 
the 14 century Ban to be lifted. 

The initial permissibility was conditioned with a number of very 
strict conditions. We have explained these conditions in our book, 
Women in Musaajid Whoever desires a copy of this book, may 
write to us. Briefly these conditions are stated in Loommd Duraori 
as well as in other kutub as follows: 

"Ibn Daqeeq said that this Hadith (of initial permissibility) has 
been restricted by the Fuqaha with teveral conditions: 

• They should not apply perfume. 

• They should emerge dirty (dressed shabbily). 

• Attractive garments and Jewellery also come within the 
scope of perfume (i.e. the prohibition applies to all lands of 
adornment). 

• There should be no mixing with males. 
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In addition 10 the above, oiber condilioos are also explained in the 
Abaaditb such as emergence in the darkness; (be men remaining 
scaled after Fardh unlit the women have departed. 

Not a single one of these conditions is observed in this age of 
immorality, mischief, vice and fitnah in general. The moron must 
supplicate to Allah Toala to cure his brains from the nafsaani 
insanity which has corrupted his understanding. 

THE STUPID SYNTHESIS 

Another example of the moron's corrupt interpreiation is his 
averment that according to the Hadith women were allowed to 
attend the Musjid at any time of the day and night. Scuttling this 
baseless contention is the Hadith which specifically stipulates the 
permissibility with night lime. In his baseless anenipt to negate this 
stipulation, the moron fabricates a 'synthesis' by claiming that the 
specific Hadith implies that women should not be prevented from 
the Musjid 'even' if it i$ night If it was permissible during the night 
time, then to a greater degree will the permissibility apply to the day 
time. This corrupt conclusion is the effect of the moron's corrupt 
understanding. 

Surely the innumerable illustrious authorities of the Shariah 
among the Sahaabah and others have understood the Hadith better 
than the moroo. No one had ever advanced this corrupt 
interpretation. On the contrary, the Hadith specifically restricts the 
initial permissibility to the night time. This Hadith clearly confirms 
thai the permissibility to emerge was restricted to the night time. 
Assuming that there had been initial permission for even the day 
time, then the Hadith specifying night time will abrogate the initial 
daytime permission, (here is thus no stupid synthesis of the two 
narrations to produce utirenricted permissibility to attend at any 
time. 

In Laamlud Ouraarl the vry eontnry of the moron's baatil 
interpretation la expressed: 

"Imuum Bukhaari !| cvndiltonlng (the Initial permissibility) in his 
Heading </f the chapter with night and darkness Indicates that the 
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permissibility for women to emerge (to go to the Musjid) is 
restricted with this condition (i.e. night and darkness). Hence, the 
general body ofShurraah (Commentators) say thai bnaam Bukhaari 
has indicated by means of the title (of night and darkness) that the 
mutlaq (general/unrestricted by the condition of night) narrations of 
this subject (le. women attending the Musjid) are restricted with 
this condition which he mentions in the Tarjamah (viz.. the 
permissibility is restricted with night and darkness). " 

The Fuoaha who have permitted old women to attend the Musjid 
restricted the permission with night time. They understood the 
condition as a curtailment of the permission, reducing it from 
general {mullaq) to restrictive {muaayyad). They did not see any 
stupid 'synthesis' for giving impetus to unrestricted emergence. 

In Muatta of Imaam Maalik appears the following Hadith: "The 
woman who applies perfume must not be present with us for Ishu '. " 
It is downright stupid to infer from this Hadith that it would be 
permissible for women io apply perfume and attend the Musjid 
during the day time while the same act is prohibited when attending 
the Musjid for Isha. This Hadith explicitly confirms that the initial 
permission was restricted to the night. 

The following 1 ladrth appears in Bukhaari Sbareef: 

-After Rasvlullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) had made Fajr 
Salaai, the nomen would return thoroughly enshrouded In their 
jilbaabs (outer sheets). So thoroughly were they wrapped up that 
they could not be distinguished from the darkness. " 

The Fajr Salaai was performed in Awwaf Waqt in total darkness 
which subsumed the figures of the women leaving the Musjid. Their 
black/dark outer wrappings made them almost invisible tn the 
intense darkness of the night. This Hadith too refutes the silly 
interpretation of the moron. Rasuhulah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) 
said: -A woman who applies perfume and passes by a gathering is 
like an adulteress. " This stricture applies to all times, whether night 
or day. In the context of visiting the Musjid, the mention of perfume 
with Isha", confirms that women in the initial stage used to attend 
the Musjid only during the darkness of the rright. 
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REASONS FOR VISITING THE MUSJID 

The moron venturing another corrupt opinion claims thai women 
used to visit the Musjid for a variety of reason; hence it is 
permissible even in this day for ihem to utilize the Musjid for 
different activities. In refutation of this corrupt opinion it will 
suffice to wiy that none of the Shariah's tews is open for negotiation, 
reintcrpretation and mutilation. The idea that just any moron has the 
riant 10 extract Hodith narrations from the kutub and on the basis of 
his corrupt understanding submit the Ahaadith to his personal 
understanding, then formulate ahkaam which are in conflict with the 
laws which have existed in the Uraroah from the time of the 
Sahaabah, is extremely ludicrous and tantamount to kufr. 

Il was the function of the Atmmah-e-Mujtahideen to formulaic 
ahkaam on the basis of the Qur-aan and Ahaadith. The obligation of 
all others is 10 accept and follow. No one in this age has the right to 
interpret the Ahaadith and to develop a new 'shariah' in terms of his 
corrupt opinions. 

The ahkaam pertaining to the Musjid are ail recorded and 
explained in the kutub of Fiqah. The bunkum averments of the 
moron have absolutely no significance and must be summarily 
dismissed as the wasaawis of shaitaan . 

1 he primary' purpose of a Musjid a ibaadat The Musjid may not 
be transformed into a marketplace or a guesthouse or a venue for 
any mundane activities. In feet, Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam) said: "Speahng in the Musjid devours good deeds jusi as 
cattle devour grass. " Occasional mundane acts which had been 
done in the Musjid arc exceptions and not the rule. Prisoners may 
not be tied to the pillars and flogged in the Musjid despite such 
Shari flogging being a lofty act of ibftadai. Wudhu may not be 
made inside the Musjid despite Wudhu being an ibaadat of high 
merit and a vital introductory Constituent of Salaat. You may not 
stand inside the Musjid and make an announcement about your lost 
valuables You may not sit inside the Musjid to cut your toe-nails 
although this an is a command of Allah Ta'ala, You may not buy 
and sell inside a Muljkl although trade is halaal and highly 
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meritorious. Theie are innumerable permissible and meritorious acts 
which arc haraam inside the Musjid. But the moron trapped in the 
density of his brain foils to understand basic masaa-il of the Shariah. 
yet he sets himself up as a cardboard 'mujtahid , 

THE RULES AND REGULATIONS 

The moron concedes that there were rules and regulations governing 
female attendance of the Musjid in the early days. The density of the 
moron's brains precludes him from understanding that not a single 
one of the regulations/conditions governing the initial rxrmissibility 
exists in our age. Despite the piety of the majority of people (men 
and women) fourteen centuries ago, the Sahaabah deemed it 
necessary to prohibit women from the Musaajid. But in the present 
age of fimah and fasaad, crime and immorality, this prohibition will 

People are absolutely conupi and immoral. There no longer 
exists any fear for Allah Ta'ala in the hearts of people. Tbey will 
indulge in zina right inside the Musjid - zina of the eyes and zina of 
the heart. Men and women are extremely corrupt in this age. The 
Fuaaha have more than a thousand years ago ruled on prohibition on 
the basis of fihtah and fasaad - mischief and the immorality of 
people. Today, in this age of immorality the rules and regulations 
have no meaning. The moron is so dense in his brains that he is 
unable to understand that the prohibition is precisely based on the 
total absence of the rules and regulations which governed the initial 
rxmrissibillty during the age of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam). 

As the time marches on and we reach the precincts of Onyaamah. 
the immorality will increase. There is therefore no scope for 
introducing the initial rjermissibility. The only option is to be 
steadfast in observing the best course offered by Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam), which is for women to remain at home 
and to perform their Salaat in the darkest comer of their home. The 
emphasis on women performing Salaat in their homes is stated with 
the greatest clarity by Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) 
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himself, hence the Fuqaha have inferred thai the Naht (negative 
instruction) in Ihe Hadith stating 'do not prevent the maid servants 
of Allah", Is not imperative, it is advisory, hence a woman even in 
the initial stage of Islam required ihe permission of her husband to 
attend the Musjid. 

The moron's argument against the erection of a separating screen 
to separate men from women in the Musjid is superfluous. When the 
very act of females attending the Musjid is prohibited, the 
discussion about a screen b redundant and futile. 

THE PERFECTION Or ISLAM 

In another averment to which the moron applies his baatil 
interpretation, he alleges: "...Islamic injunction wise this certainly 
was not Ike initial period of islam. Islam was perfected before the 
Prophet SaJlallaku Alaihl wa Salaam died. To say otherwise would 

be to go against the words of Allah Subhanahu wa Ta aia What 

we also see is that alt Ihe laws were finalized and all practices 
elucidated by the Prophet Sallallahu Alaihi wa Salaam before his 
death.'' 

This claim is baseless. 'All' the laws and practices were not 
finalized during the lifetime of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam). 

There is no dispute in the finalization and perfection of me Deen 
during the lifetime of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam). But 
the meaning given to this finality and perfection is rot what the 
moron understands or portrays. The concept of the finalization of 
the Shariah means that morons are not permitted to intrude into the 
domain of Fiqab - the domain where the Qur'aanic and Hadith 
Usool operate for the formulation of ahkam. It dots not mean thai 
Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) bad during his lifetime 
determined and pronounced evtryM 't (particular) mas'akh 

The Vsool which the Almmah-e-MuJtaWdeen, the Students of ihe 
Sflhaabah, and their Studmii, In the Initial epochs of Islam, had 
deducted from the Qui tan and Ahaadith come fully within the 
Qur'aanic concept of the Finality and Perfection of the Shariah. 
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Hence Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) equated the Surmah 
of the Sahaabah to his Sunnah. All the Furuaat (detailed masaa-il) 
structured on the basis of the Qur'aanic and Hadith Usool 
formulated by the Aimmah-c-Mujtahideen, arc fully encompassed 
by the Our'aanic concept of the Finalization and Perfection of the 
Shariah. What is, however, excluded from this Concept is the baatil 
ta'weel of morons. 

Despite this moron conceding that the Shariah was completed 
and finalized during the very age of Nabi-e-Kareem (sallallahu 
alayhi wasallam), he deviates into self-deception and fabricates a 
new, baseless opinion which is at variance with the stance of the 
Ummah from the earliest age of Islam. To compound bis ghvthaa' 
(rubbish and flotsam) the moron labours under the monstrous 
misconception of his entitlement to Ijtihaad He sets himself up as a 
-mujlahtd', albeit a caidboard one. But this moron 'mujtahid' is 
unable lo distinguish between left and right, light and darkness. 
Instead of acting like a muqaDid, he bypasses the Fuqaha and 
attempts to formulate a law directly from the Qur'aan and Hadith. 

If Finalization of the Shariah means what the moron has 
understood, it will follow that the introduction of Assolatu Khairum 
minannaum in the Fajr Athaan by Hadhrat Umax (mdhiyallahu 
anhu); the institution of the 20 raka't Taraaweeh in Jsmaat as we 
perform today, and which was by the order of Hadhrat Cmar 
(radrriyaliahu anhu). and the introduction of the second Athaan on 
Jumuah introduced by Hadhrat Uthmaan (mdhiyallahu anhu). etc., 
are all baatil. Yet the Ummah, including every Sahaabi, has adhered 
to these practices ever since their introduction after the demise of 
Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam). 

Furthermore, there are innumerable Furooaat and Juz J masaa-il 
which were not proclaimed by Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wuallam), but which the Fuqaha formulated on the basis of the 
Qur'aanic and Hadith Vsool propounded by the Aimmah-c- 
Mujtabideen. These masaa-il pertain to even the acts of ibaadat such 
as Safair. Tahaarai. Saum, etc. These masaa-il which were not 
proclaimed by Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) are not 
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beyond ihc parameters of the Quraanic concept of the Finahzation 
aid Perfeclion of the Shan ah. 

Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) himself prepared the 
pound for this type of Ijtihaad which would ensure thai the ouuaa- 
11 formulated by the true authorities of the Shariah would come 
within Ihc concept of finalization. 

On the occasion when Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) 
dispatched lladhrat Munaz Bin Jahal (radhiyallahu anhu) lo Yemen 
» governor, he (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) instructed him to resort 
10 fjiihaail when the need develops for formulation of masaa-il. It is 
palpably clear from the Mantle of Ijtihaad which Rasuhillah 
(sdlallahu alayhi wasallam) bestowed to lladhrat Muaaz Bin label 
(radhiyallahu anhu) thai the need would develop for him lo 
formulate such masaa-il which arc not to be found in exactitude in 
either the Qur'aan or Uw Sunnah If perfection and finaluation of 
the Shariah mean what Ihc moron has understood, it will follow that 
the masaa-il which Hadhral Muaaz Bin Jabal (radhiyallahu anhu) 
was instructed to formulate if he could not locate them in the 
Qur"aan or Sunnah, would fall beyond llie ambit of ibis concept 
whereas they come fully within the purview of Rasulullah's 
command thus within the confines of the concept of Finalization and 
perfeclion of Ihc Shariah as declared in the Qur'aan Hakeem. 

The 'new* masua-il in reality are all within the confines of the 
I'inaliration concept since they are all structured on the Lsooi which 
>icm from the Qur'aan and Ahaadilh. But this domain is not the 
iusture where morons are allowed to graze. Their baatil 
iiiierpreiaiions of whim and fancy are (be effects of corrupt brains 
nislaved to the nofs. Hence we find this moron not having the 
hsZtoft idea of IhooL He simply blurts out any rubbish which 
Invades his mouth. He is stupendously ignorant of Ihc many 
rlcnients of Usoot-t-Fiqh to which lite illustrious l-'tiipiha submitted 
ladies. 

Ihc enactment of the prohibition on Icinalc attendance of the 
Itlir^uijid is not the effect of whimsical fancy nor has it been 
aBm iinvd on baseless ink'intclnlion ll in grounded in the solid 
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Vsool which the Aimmah-e-Muitahideen have extracted from the 
Qur'aan and Hadith. When a permissibility is encumbered with evil 
factors or if the pennissibiHty leads to the commission of evil, then 
such permissibility becomes a prohibition. Thus, the Qur'aan 
Majecd prohibits not only zina, but every stepping stone leading lo 
zina. Therefore, if an initial permissible act leads to zina, it will be 
prohibited. 

Similarly there are valid grounds for the prohibition of the initial 
permissibilirj' pertaining to women going to the Musjid. Only a 
moron of the type who gorged out the ghulhia ' in his article is 
capable of denying the real fitnah of immorality of these times- In 
fact, the Sahaabah had foreseen this fitnah, hence they enacted the 
prohibition despite the initial permissibility. Perhaps the moron is a 
Shiah. Shiahs are inveterate enemies of Ihc Sahaabah. Qnly morons 
with Shiah tendencies will read error and deviation in the directives 
of the senior Sahaabah such as lladhrat Umar. Hadhrat Ibn 
Mas'ood. Hadhrat Ibn Umar. Hadhrat Aishah and others 
(radhiyallahu annum). 

The current social decadence and moral depravity and the almost 
total abandonment of proper Sbar'i hijaab dictate thai the 
emphasized preferred option of women performing Salaat in the 
innermost recesses of their homes announced by Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam) and promoted by the Sahaabah, be 
instituted, and that the opinion stated by lladhrat Aishah 
(radhiyallahu anha) and the prohibition declared by Hadhrat Umar 
(radhiyallahu anhu) be maintained. 

The moron failed to even understand the significance of the 
acceptance of Hadhrat Ulnar's ban by ihc Sahaabah. The Sahaabah 
did nut oppose him when he enacted the prohibition. If be had erred, 
there would have been vehement and resolute opposilion by the 
Sahaabah. But the moron cannot produce a single voice of dissem 
among the Sahaabah. 

When Hadhrat Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) was informed during 
his Khilaafot that his governor, Hadhrat Huzaifah (radhiyallahu 
anhu) had married a Jewish lady, he (Hadhrat Umar) ordered him to 
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divorce her. When Hadhrat Huzaifah asked if he hod committed an 
unlawful act, Hadhrat Umar (ladhivallahu anhii) said that he was not 
making a halaal act haraam, but he was ordering him to divorce the 
woman. Hadhrat ifuzaifah {radhiyallahu anhu) immediately 
complied with the order of Araeerul Mu'mmccn. The marriage was 
permissible. 11k Qur'aan Majeed grants this penrmsion. Bui in the 
view of Hadhrat Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) this permissibility in 
relation to Hadhrat Hu/aifah (radhiyallahu anhu) was fraught with 
danger, hence he ordered the divorce. 

The moron accuses Hadhrat Umar, Hadhrai Ibn Umar. Hadhrat 
Ibn Mas'ood, Hadhrat Aisfaah and the numerous other Sahaabah 
(radhiyallahu annum) who prohibited women from the Musjid or 
who supported Hadhrai Umar's ban - be accuses ail these illustrious 
Sahaabah of making 'haiMm' what Allah and His Rasool had made 
telaal. This perfidious implication surely expds the moron from the 
fold of Islam. He is an enemy of the Sahaabah, and an enemy of (be 
Sahaabah is the enemy of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam). It 
is this perfidy that does not make him even baulk at the rubbish be 
trumpets regarding ihe Sahaabah. 

When a permissibility is proscribed on account of valid reasons, 
it will not be said that the prohibition is in conflict with the order of 
the Shariah. It is in met in compliance with the Shariah in view of 
tlx fact that the permissibility is proscribed on the basis of the 
principles of the Shariah, and all such principles are the effects of 
the Qur'aan and Ahaadith. But the moron is too stupid to understand 
these simple issues. 

This explanation is adequate to show that the prohibition on 
women visiting the Musjid is a valid Shar'i enactment and is not in 
conflict with the initial permissibility which the Sahaabah and all 
Authorities of the Shariah had proscribed in the light of the Usoolof 
tlqk which all stem frorc the Qur'aan and Htdilh. 

THE GLARING STUPIDITY OF THE MORON 

Flaunting his stark stupidity, the moron contends that since at the 
time of Rasulullah's demise woman were allowed to visit the 
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Musjid, and that was a time after the 'completion and perfection of 
the religion', that position was the final immutable law concerning 
this issue. He adds: "There is not a single hint of any change from 
this position leading up to or in the last sermon of the Prophet 
Sallallahu Alalhi wa Salaam. ' 

Confound the hints. There is explicit and abundant evidence in 
the explicit pronouncements of the Sahaabah and the enactment of 
the prohibition that the initial permissibility was not the final 
immutable position on this question. The moron implies that he 
understands the aayat of finality and perfection better than all the 
Sahaabah. the Airnmah^-Mujtahidecn and the Fuqaha. 

THE 'MISCHIEF' OF THE MORON 

The moron setting himself up as an adversary of the Sahaabah and 
all the Fuqaha who have prohibited women from visiting the 
Musjid, denies the validity of the reason of 'fitnah (moral mischief) 
for the enactment of the prohibition. He contends that the fitnah had 
existed even during the time of Rasulullah (sallallahu afcy/hi 
wasallam), but women were still allowed to come lo the Musjid. 
Attempting to justify his stupid interpretation by rejecting the 
grounds of "mischief of the women and 'mischief of the men as 
valid basis for the prohibition, the moron states; 

•Ironically this exactly was the attitude of Abdullah Ibn Umar 
regarding womens attendance at mosques Whenever someone 
stated prohibition and gave a reason for not allowing the women to 
go to the mosque, his answer vigorously and simply was: I am 
narrating to you that which comes from the Messenger of Allah 
(may peace be upon him) and you (have the audacity) to say: By 
Allah, we shall certainly prevent them... " 

The moron has tailed to understand the cause of Hadhrat Ibn 
Umar's anger and its target. The moron's mention of 'whenever 
someone stated prohibition' is erroneous. There was no multiple 
enactment of this episode. It happened once with his son. and the 
same episode is narrated differently by different persons. Bl* the 
moron seeks to create the idea that whenever Hadhrat Ibn Umar 
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(radhiyallahu anhu) was questioned about Hadhrat Umar's 
prohibiiion, he would respond with a tirade to refute the ban. Far 
from this. On the contrary, as mentioned earlier. Hadhrat ibn Umax 
(radhiyallahu anhu) would personally enforce the ban. He would 
sand outside Musjid Nabawi and physically chase away the women. 
How does the moron reconcile Hadhrat Ibn Umar's practical action 
with his anger directed to his son on the issue of women visiting the 
Musjid? We hove already explained the purpose of his anger earlier 
on. 

It is a] so interesting that the moron has conveniently opted for 
silence and concealment regarding Hadhrat Ibn Umar's action to 
prevent women from the Musjid. While the moron cites (he 
narrations of Hadhrat Ibn Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) -the narrations 
which be believes supports his baatil cause - he conceals the other 
side of the coin which dispels any ambiguity from the view of 
Hadhrat Ibn Umar (radhiyallahu anhu). It is manifestly erroneous 
and a display of total jahaolai to present in defence of the practice 
of women in Musjids the Hadith narrated by Hadhrat Ibn Umar 
(radliiyallahu anhu) when he was of die opposite view. A man of 
intelligence will find an intelligent reconciliation for the apparent 
conflict between Hadhrat Ibn Umar's practical measures and the 
Hadith which he narrated. But the moron concealed the part which 
militates against and refutes his view of permissibility, or perhaps 
the moron is genuinely ignorant of Hadhrat Ibn Umar's practice on 
this issue. 

Despite the existence of the moral fitnah during the time of 
Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam), it was minimal in relation 
to later developments. Clarifying the contusion which the moron 
attempts to create on this issue. Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) 
said on the occasion when women complained to her about the ban 
imposed on them by Hadhrat Umar (radhiyallahu anhu); "(fNabi 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam) had known what Umar no* knows (of 
the condition of women), he would not nave granted you permission 
to emerge (i.e. from your homes to attend the Musjid). " (Jaamiur 
Rumooz) 
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The moron U not in a better position than Umraul Mu'inincen, 
Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) to judge the degree of mischief 
prevailing during the age of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) 
and during the time after his demise. Hadhrat Aishah 's statement: 'If 
Nabf (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) had known... " clearly confirms 
an increase in At fitnah. She clearly implied that the fitnah now was 
greater than the fitnah which the moron contends existed during the 
time of Rasuhillah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam). 

She further emphasized that women of Bani Israaecl were banned 
from the Musjid because of mis self-same moral fitnah. This ban 
testifies to the initial permissibility for even the women of Bani 
Israneel. But such initial permissibility did not prevent the 
enactment of prohibition. The same reasoning applies to this 
Ummah. Furthermore, all the Sahaabah and the Fuqaha who uphold 
the prohibition base it on the existence of the fltnah which the 
moron is too stupid to understand. While the moron denies that the 
funah could constitute a valid basis for the prohibition, tile 
Sahaabah and all Autiiorities of the Shariah who proclaim the 
prohibition, base it on this valid reason. 

The moron is either too stupid to read the kutub of Fiqh or he is 
deliberately concealing what all the Fuqaha say regarding the 
prohibition. Is it possible that all the Fuqaha and the Sahaabah who 
have enacted the prohibition on the basis of the element of mischief 
were in deviation and in manifest error while this moron of this 
belated age has managed to unearth the truth and save the Ummah 
from the 'deviation' which he by implication attributes to the 
Sahaabah and the Fuqaha who have banned women? This moron 
appears to be a Shiah disguised as a 'Suimi'. hence he avers: 

"Did Umar Radhl Allahu Anhu have the right to prohibit aU 
women, ... " If we accept that Umar Radhi Allah Anhu had the rtghl 
to prohibit all women 'hen we are accepting the fact that he had the 
right to make haraam what Allah Subhanahu wa Ta'ala had made 

halaal but what if an action of a particular companion or the 

Ijma' (consensus of opinion) of the companions on a particular 
issue is directly opposed to that implemented by Allah and his 
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prophet. Who do we follow? Do we follow the companions or Allah 
and his, Prophet?" 



This averment gives insight into the mind of kufr of the moron. 
The hypothesis of the moron is absurd. It is devoid of substance. 
There is no reality in it. It is stupid and vile to present a supposition 
which violates the clear declarations of Rasulullah (sallailahu alayhi 
wasallam), viz., ' \fy Ummah will no! enact Ijma' on error" : "If 
there had to be a Nabi after me. it would have been Umar. ' 'Make 
Incumbent on you my Sunnah and the Simnah of my Khulafa 
Raushtdeen", etc. Only a moron whose brain is impregnated with 
kufr ventures such Shiah suppositions of kufr. 

A Consensus of the Sahaabah can never be in conflict with the 
command of Allah Ta'ala or of Rasulullah (sallailahu alayhi 
wasallam). It is a total impossibility dictated by Imaaa It was never 
contended that the action or view of a 'particular companion* is 
binding on the Ummah. There is no conundrum here. The reason 
why it will not be binding is because in opposition to the view of 
that one Sahaabi (here will be the views and fatwas of innumerable 
Other Sahaabah, hence acceptance of the view of one group of 
Sahaabah and setting aside the other view are on the basis of the 
Usool and within the confines of the Sunnah. And this is the 
function of only the Fuaaha, not of morons. 

But the ban enacted by Iladhrat Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) on 
female attendance of the Musjld is not the view of a solitary Sahaabi 
who was opposed by numerous other Sahaabah with a conflicting 
view. The moron while denying 'Ijma', has miserably failed to show 
a single Sahaabi who had opposed Hadhrat Unuu's ban. Hadhrat Ibn 
Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) did not present his narration in opposition 
to or in refutation of Hadhrat Umar's baa It was merely the 
narration of a Hadith of Rasulullah (sallailahu alayhi wasallam). 
Despite him narrating the llattith. wc find Hadhrat Ibn Umar 
(radhiyallahu anhu) practically instituting measures to prevent 
women from coming to the Musjid 
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The moron who displays distinct Shiah tendencies says: "The 
'appearance of mischief Implies that there was no mischief 
at the time when women were allowed to visit mosques and 
sometime later mischief began. This assumption Is wrong. 

Suffice U to say thai. It Is agreed by all that it was a period of 

extreme decadence and promiscuity. In the midst of this polluted 
environment Allah sent the Prophet Sallailahu Alalhi wa Sallam, the 

benefactor of humankind, the last Prophet. The moral struggle 

began, and we notice thai right from the beginning as part of the 
regeneration of the society, and elimination of Injustice and 
immorality, the women were allowed to attend the mosque. The 
Prophet SaJtallahu Alalhi wa Sallam did not wait until all mischief 
was removed before allowing the women to pray with the men " 

This contention is a direct assault on the integrity and Fatwa of 
Hadhrat Aishab (radhiyallahu anha). Ummul Mu'mineen Hadhrat 
Aishoh (radhiyallahu anha) was the first among the Sahaabah to 
publicly proclaim the Illat (ralson d'etre) of moral mischief for the 
prohibition. 

The vile shiah moron in this averment eouates the 'noblest age' - 
the age of Rasulullah (sallailahu alayhi wasallam) - with tile age of 
pre-Islam Jaahiliyyah. He thus describes Rasulullah's age as 'a 
period of extreme decadence and promiscuity; a polluted 
environment- But Rasulullah (sallailahu alayhi wasallam) said: 
"The best of ages is my era, then the next era, then the next era " 
He also said: "Honour my Sahaabah, for verily they are your 
noblest, then those of the next age, then those of the next age. 
Thereafter falsehood will be rampant. " 

The mubaarak (blessed) suhbat (companionship) of Rasulullah 
(sallailahu alayhi wasallam) swiftly transformed a person emerging 
from the sewers of Jaahiliyyah into a paragon of Taqwa and moral 
excellence. To convey the impression that the Sahaabah were still 
trapped in a 'polluted environment of extreme decadence and 
prombcuily' is the effect of hidden kufr - the kind of kufr 
embedded in the hearts of shiahs. Thi3 moron is betraying the 
shiah tendency. 
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The moron dwells in contusion and presents figments of his 
imagination &s 'proof for his baseless contentions. It should be 
remembered thai the issue of women visiting the Musjid was related 
lo the Mtdinah era - the post Hijrat (Migration) phase of 
Nubuww&t. After devoting 13 years to (be moral and spiritual 
training and upliftraent of the Sahaabah in Makkah Mukarramah. 
came the command foe migration. By this time, the Sahaabah had 
reached very lofty stages of morality and spirituality. They were 
now qualified to establish an Islamic empire across the world Most 
certainly they were not a* this time suffering of "extreme decadence 
and promiscuity' nor were they living in a 'polluted environment' in 
Madinah Tayyibah as the sfai'i moron attempts lo peddle. 

The ladies who were visiting the Musjid in Madinah as well as 
the males with the exception of the munaafiqeen such as the moron, 
were all morally punned, intellectually and spiritually mature. And, 
the occasional episode of mischief does not negate the general state 
of piety of the Sahaabah society in Madinah Tayyibah. The moron 
implies with the concoction fabricated by his convoluted brains that 
he is more aware of the situation than Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyalkhu 
anha) and the other senior Sahaabah who fully supported the ban 
enacted by Hadhrat Uraar (radhi yallahu anhu). 

Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) did not imagine a 
deterioration in the morals of the people from the lofty stage of 
Taqwa which she bad observed during the tune of Rasulullah 
(sallaUahu alayhi wasallam). She was stating a fact of certitude. She 
upheld the Ban on the basis of the deterioration of morals. The 
•mischief had become marked in relation to the situation of Taqwa 
which had prevailed during Rasulullah' s lime. It was thus a relative 
issue. 

The moron's hypothesis postulates that even in the Madani 
period the Sahaabah had not reached the lofty stages of Taqwa 
which the Ummah believes. The people of mischief during the 
Madani era were the munaafiqeen. not the Sahaabah of Taqwa. The 
moron casts a kuft aspersion on Rasulullah (saliallahu alayhi 
wasallam) by implying that he had tailed in his mission. This is a 
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Shiah belief. Shiahs believe that the Sahaabah, except three or four, 
had never been morally and spiritually transformed into what we 
believe arc paragons of Imaan and Taqwa, but that all of them - 
Nauthubiltaah! - had become mxatadd after the demise of 
Rasulullah (saliallahu alayhi wasallam). 

The moron with his shiah theories is subtly attempting w 
dethrone the Sahaabah from their pedestal of Authority. The 
Sahaabah are the very first and most powerful foundational pillar of 
islam. Minus the Sahaahah there is no Islam. Minus the Sahaabah 
there is no Qur'aan and no Sunnah. Fault and destroy the integrity 
of the Sahaabah and the entire Edifice of Islam collapses. Therefore 
Hadhrat Umar (radhivallahu anhu) said: "Verify, the people of 
(baseless) opinion are the enemies of the Sunnah " And this is what 
the moron is. 

The primary target of Shiahs, modernist deviates and zlndeeqs of a 
variety of hues is always the Sahaabah. The plot is to ruin their 
integrity and demote their lofty stage so that the ground may 
become fertile for sowing the seeds of the false interpretations of the 
morons and andeeqs. Condemning the Sahaabah, the Shi'i writer, 
Murtaza Mutahhiri says: "....the fundamentals of Islam were 
violated or the hands of these very people who had served Islam for 

a long time Everything that has gone before proves that the 

instructions given by the Prophet (S) to the Muhaj/run and Ansar 
did not reach a level which would have been necessitated by the 
conscious, intellectual and political preparation required to guide 
the future path of the Da wa and the process of change which had 
been instigated by the ProphetfS). " 

The Shi'i priest, Baqir Sadr writes: ~ ....we find that it is necessary 
to accept the existence of a large trend from the very lifetime of the 
Prophet who Inclined towards ijtthad and circumstantial 
considerations in determining their interests, above strict adherence 
to the religious texts. This vend was represented by a daring group 
of important Companions like Umar b-at-Khattab, who disputed 
with the Messenger (S) and made judgements contradicting the text 
in many subjects, believing that he had the right to do so we 
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mean by ijtihad the making of judgements in contradiction to the 
text or acceptance of such a Judgement. " I 
The moron who wrote the bunkum article on women and the 
musjid betrays in hb writing these shiah concepts of kufr. He ! 
therefore dismisses outright the pronouncements of the senior 
Sahaabah and stupidly attempts ;o submit the Ahaadith to his own 
silly imerpreution It is precisely for this reason -his shiah leanings 
thai the moron has postulated his absurd hypothesis of the 
possibility of the Ijraa' of the Sahaabah being in conflict with the 
laws of Allah Ta'ala. 

In the face of the explicit stance and ruling of the Sahaabah on the 
prohibition based on moral turpitude, the peroration of the moron on 
his denial of fitnah is plain bunkum. Even if it be assumed that there i 
was an absence of mischief, then loo the ban announced by Hadhrat 
Umar (radhiyallahu snhu) and accepted by the Sahaabah and the 
entire Ummah for the past 14 centuries, remains valid and cannot be 
questioned. The authority of the Ijma' enacted by the Sahaabah 
ushers this prohibition into the realm of immutability. No one has 
the right to question the wisdom of the Rulings of the Sahaabah, 
least of all the moron displaying his Shiah tendencies. 

AN EXCEPTION OF THE MORON 

In a clear self-contradictory averment, the moron alleges: "It is only 
those women who refuse to follow the rules and regulations laid 
down by Allah Subhanahu wa Ta'ala that are to be prohibited. " Id 
support of this view, the moron prcsenis the following Haditb: 
"Hazrat Aisha (RA) says that once the Holy Prophet (SAS) was in 
the mosque when a woman from the clan of Muzainah came, 
walking in a coquettish manner, with full decoration The Holy 
Prophet said: "O people, prohibit your women from coming to the 
mosque with decoration and coquetry. " , 
The moron, in view of this explicit Hadith. is compelled to concede 
thai JUnah ( the 'decoration and coquetry mentioned In the Hadith) 
constitutes a valid reason for prohibiting women from the Musjid. In 
thus age of moral decadence and shametessness all women "refuse to 
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follow the rules and regulations", hence in terms of his own 
admission, women should be prohibited from attending the Musjid. 

RasuluIIah (sallallahu alayhi wasrdlam) himself had explicitly 
issued the prohibition on the basis of the fitnah. But when Hadhrat 
Umar, Hadhrat Aishah and other Sahaabah (radhiyallahu annum) 
years later practically observed the 'decorations and coquetry' 
introduced by the women, and on this basis issued the prohibition as 
commanded by RasuluIIah (sallallahu alayhi wssallam). the moron 
implies thai they had acted in contravention of Allah's command by 
transforming halaal into 'haraamV 

In the later centuries the Fuqaha had discerned considerable 
deterioration in the morals of the people. The 'decoration and 
coquetry' of women had increased numifold. In addition to this 
fitnah, there had developed a new fitnah as well, and that is the 
fitnah from the side of the fussaaq and fujjaar men who visit the 
Musjid as well. Thus the prohibition ordered by RasuluIIah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallarn) was a logical and a Shar'i effect and a 
necessary corollary of the combination of these evils and fitnah. The 
Sahaabah and the Fuqaha of all ages were merely giving effect to 
the order of RasuluIIah. viz., "O People! Prohibit your women 
from coming to the mosque with decoration and coquetry''. 

In this 21" century of immorality, kufr, fisq and fujoor, almost 
every woman who goes to the Musjid does so with "decoration and 
coquetry". While the huge shabby and ugly jilhaabs of the Sahaabi 
ladies were so large as to enshroud two women, the present day 
mock 'burqahs' and abayas are attractive, expensive, and adorned to 
drew the gazes of the fussaaq and fujjaar 

While The Sahaabi ladies wrapped in their shabby jilbaabs went to 
the Musjid in such darkness that even after leaving the Musjid they 
could not be distinguished nor could the one lady recognize the 
other one due to the intensity of the darkness, the faajlraat (immoral 
women) of this age project and exhibit themselves in the driving 
seats of vehicles. They drive to the Musjid fully adorned (decoration 
and coquetry), enter the Musjid in full view of the fujjaar males and 
strut "in coquettish manner'' to attract gazes. They remain in the 
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limelight. There is no darkness to enshroud them. The Musjid is 
radiantly lit. Then flicy emerge together with the males, mingling in 
the foyer sod outside, some even chatting lewdly with men. The vile 
scenario prevailing in this day is jahmmim when compared lo the 
simple, small set-up of the hut and mud brick settlement around the 
small date-palm Musjid of Rasulullah's era. 
None of the rules mentioned in the Ahaadith and conceded by the 
moroti are observed today. Almost all women emerge from their 
homes like adulteresses. All of them apply perfume and haraam 
aphrodisiacs. In the absence of these rules, the prohibition 
commanded by Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) acquires 
imperative importance. 

This Hadiih and the ir^erialiaation of the evU mentioned therein 
knock out the very bottom from the stupid argument of the moron. 
In fact there is no real need to pursue the refutation further because 
the moron has no option but to concede that Rasulullah (sallallahu 
alayhi wasallara) himself bad commanded prohibition. In view of 
the 'decoration and coquetry' which the f uqaha term 'fitnah ; it will 
be contumacy akin to kutr to disregard Rasulullah's command of 
prohibition. 

PROHIBITION COMMANDED BY RASULULLAH 
(SALLALLAHU ALAYHI WASALLAM) 
The moron has also been compelled by circumstances to mention 
the following Hadith: 

"Abu Huratrah (RA) said thai he heard his friend Abut Qasim (U. 
the Messenger of Allah (SAS) say, "The prayer of a woman who has 
perfumed herself 10 go 10 the mosque is not accepted till she bathes 
as she would for sexual defilement. " 

SubhaanahaUah! Proof for the prohibition gushes from the mouth 
of even the moron - the enemy of the Sunnah! Even ghusl-e- 
Janaabat becomes 'incumbent' on a woman who goes to the Musjid 
perfumed, adorned and with coquetry. This is the real condition of 
women - most women in this age. this fitnah reinforces the 
prohibition declared by Amcerul VhT mirteen, Hadhral I.nuir Bin 
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Khottaab (radhiyallahu anhu) and upheld by the Ijma' of the 
Sahaabah. more than fourteen hundred years ago. Surely, 
uncorrupted intelligence will understand the colossal deterioration in 
the morals of the people from what they were 14 centuries ago to 
what they are today in this age of libertinism, immorality and vice. 
Only a moron with shiah tendencies will deny the rot of female 
'decoration and coquetry' and the malady of male fisq and rujoor of 
this immoral age. All the proscriptions of Rasulullah (sallallahu 
fiJsybi wesaliam) regarding 'decoration and coquetry' are totally 
ignored by the women of this age, yet the moron opines that 
Rasulullah's command to prohibit women be disregarded. 

Thus, iherc is not the slightest vestige of doubt to fault the ban 
issued by Hadhrat Umax (radhiyallahu anhu) and in the view that the 
initial prohibition has greater validity in the present age of fisq and 
ftijoor. 

Even the condition of men remaining seated while tbe women get 
up and depart, is not observed any where in Musjtds where women 
attend. In this regard, the moron quotes the following Hadith: 
"Narrated Umme Salama (RA): Whenever Allah s Messenger (SAS) 
completed the prayer with Tasllm. the women used lo get up 
immediately and Allah's Messenger 1SAS1 would remain at his 
place for sometime before getting up (The sub-narrator (Ai-Zuhri) 
said, - We think and Allah knows belter, that he did so, so that the 
women might leave before men could get in touch with them). " In 
which co-prayer mosque is this condition today fulfilled? 

Thus, it will be clear to all men of intelligence and those who 
seek ibe truth that the situation prevailing in these times demand 
that Rasulullah's command to prohibit women be given practical 
expression. 

HADHRAT AISHAH'S FATWA 

In a futile attempt to negate Hadhrat Aisha's categorical assertion 
of the existence of fitnah which constituted the valid basts for the 
prohibition as commanded by Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam), the moron avers: " ... and rulings cannot be built on 
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assumption Since Aisha Radhi Allahu Anha assumed when saying 
•Had the messenger of Allah Saliallahu Alaihi wa Salaam known, 
he would have... " a could be said; "He did not know so he did not 
prohibit-. And to continue with this ruling, Alsha Radhl Attaku 
Anha did not authorise prohibition. And also Allah Subhanahu wa 
Ta'ala knowing what the women would be up to would have 
revealed to his Prophet that he prohibits them. " 

This is another direct assault on the integrity of Ummul 
Mu'inineen, Hadhrat Aishafa (radhiyallahu anha). The moron here is 
saying that Hadhrat Aishah's averment is baseless. Her averment is 
in fact authorization and confirmation of the prohibition. But the 
moron is too dense in his sensoriom to understand what the Fuqaha 
understood from Hadhrat Aishah's statement. While the moron 
denies authorization of the prohibition by Hadhrat Aishah 
(radhiyallahu anha), Ibn Hajar Hartami. the illustrious ShaafV 
Faqeeh and Muhaddith states: "Thus, this is the Fatwa of Ummul 
Mu 'mineen in the noblest of ages. " 

This bunkum provides additional confirmation for the nonsense 
of the moron's views. The ruling of prohibition in the first place was 
not structured on an 'assumption'. It was the effect of the prevailing 
atuation. Hadhrat Aishah's statement: 'If the Messenger of Allah 
ISASJ had seen what new things the women have introduced (in 
their way of life) he would have definitely prevented them from 
going to the mosque, as the women of Hani Isra 'it were prevented ' ' 
She made a statement of feet. She was referring to the existing 
position of the deterioration of morals and of the rise in 'decoration 
and coquetry', and the prohibition was declared on this real basis, 
not on any assumption. Her assumption with regard to what she 
thought would have been the reaction of Rasulullah (saliallahu 
aJayhi wasallam) if he too had observed the prevailing 'decoration 
and coquetry*, was not farfetched. Her firaasat rises from the 
Fountain of Rasulul lab's Suhbat and Tarbiyat It only reflected 
what Rasulullah (saliallahu alayhi wasallam) himself had 
commanded as mentioned in the Hodith: "O Peoptet Prohibit your 
women from coming to the Mm/id with decoration and coquetry. " 



34 



Since the 'decoration and coquetry* had become a fact of real life, 
Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) was merely echoing the 
prohibition commanded by Ra&ulutlah (saliallahu alayhi wasallam), 
It was thus not the formulation of a hukm for the future based on the 
assumption that the funah will still develop. 

In every age that the Fuqaha have prohibited females from going 
to the Musjid, the ralson d'etre was always the existence of die 
litnah in real life at the time of the prohibition. 

The Divine Scheme of Law envisaged by Allah Ta'ala for the 
Ummah precludes inclusion of every future development in the 
revealed Law. Every future juz'l mas 'alah or developing expedient 
is not covered by the Qur'aan and Sunnah. The Qur'aan and 
Ahaadith have made ample provision for all future developments by 
its inbuilt structure cf Vsool which the Aimmah Muitahidccr. among 
the Sahaaboh, Taabieen and Tab-e-Taatteen formulated Allah 
Ta'ala knew of all the future inventions of scientific technology. He 
knew of the computer and the rockets, etc., etc. But He did not order 
His Nabi (saliallahu alayhi wasallam) to issue specific instructions 
pertaining to each and every particular future contingency / 
development. Only a moron expects such revelation. It is therefore 
stupid and superfluous for the moron to contend that if the future 
actions of women/men had warranted the prohibition, Allah Ta'ala 
would have revealed the prohibition to Rasulullah (saliallahu alayhi 
wasallam). This idea confirms the fahaalat of the moron and 
displays how little he knows of the USQOl of the Shariah. There arc 
divine principles in place - in the Shariah - to contend with any 
future development. 

Furthermore, Rasulullah (saliallahu alayhis wasallam) did issue 
specific instructions regarding the question of women attending the 
Musjid. He commanded that in situations otfitnah women should be 
prohibited from coming to the Musjid. There is therefore absolutely 
no validity in this argument of the shiah moron. The modernist 
morons with their insistence on female emergence arc in diametric 
negation of Rasulullah's exhortation to women to remain at home 
and perform Salaat in the remotest spots inside their homes. They 
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have assumed upon themselves to propagate against this exhortation 
and to encourage women to act in total conflict of what Nabne- 
Kareem (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) himself commanded and 
exhorted. 

THE MORON AND HIS MARKETS ARGUMENT 

In a stark portrayal of his ignorance, the moron says: "And if 
their actions warranted the necessity to prevent them from the 
mosque, then this prevention should apply to such as going to the 
markets first." That is precisely the view of the Shariah. The 
prohibition on emerging from the home to attend markets, 
supermarkets, hypermarkets, prowling the streets like prostitutes, 
and the like has greater emphasis than the prohibition oo going to 
the Musjid. It has always been our contention that when it is not 
permissible for women to go to even the Musjid for (he Fardh 
Salaat, then to a far greater degree will the prohibition apply to the 
market and other public places. There is also no validity In this 
stupid Argument of the moron. It does not create even a slight kink 
in the stance of those who proclaim prohibition. 

The Qur-aanic command strictly prohibiting women from 
emerging from their homes, states: 

-And. remain resolutely within your homes, and make not a 
display of yourselves such as the displays ofJaahitiyyah " 

There are numerous Ahaadith pertaining to Hijaab which 
preclude female emergence from the home. The marketplaces are 
described by the Hadiih as the 'worst places'. The marketplace is 
the haunt of Shaitaan It is a venue for fussaaq and fujjaar. As far as 
possible women should never visit such evil places, especially the 
supermarkets, hypermarkets and malls which are centres of vice and 
immorality. 

The prohibition of going to the Musjid, vastly emphasizes the 
prohibition of women visiting the marketplaces. Only as a very last 
resort will a woman be allowed to go to a marketplace, then too 
enshrouded in a large shabby outer cloak. Never will ii be 
permissible for women dressed in finery and perfumed like the 
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numerous •adulteresses' of today to visit the marketplaces This 
argument of the moron is downright stupid. No one who prohibits 
his womenfolk from the Musjid claims that it is permissible for 
them to attend the hypermarkets and other dens of vice. 

SOME WOMEN 

The moron further says: "And also these actions described by Aisha 
Radhl Allahu Anha that took place involved some women and not all 
of them and therefore the prohibitions should apply to the 
appropriate ones, " 

The moron's conclusion is ludicrous, Hadhrat Aishah's statement 
has general application despite the fitnah being the act of a few. In 
her opinion she had summed up the general situation of women, 
hence when the women complained about the ban imposed on them 
by Hadhrat t'mar (rsdhiyallahu anhu), she commented: "If Kabi 
(sallallahu atayhi wasallam) had known what Vmar now knows fLe. 
of the condition of the vomen), he Mould not have granted you 
permission to emerge (for going to the Musjid). "Jaamiur Rumoat 

AraW states in Shartiut Tirmizi: "Aisbah (radhlyallahu anha) and 
Ibn Mas cod (rodhiyallahti anhu) are of the opinion that women 
should be prevented from the Stusaajid and that they should 
incwnbeiUty cling to the dark comers of their homes (when 
performing Salaat). " Thus, the reference is not to 'some women'. It 
applies to all women even if all the women did not perpetrate the 
fitndh. Posting guards at the Musjid doors to examine every woman 
entering, and to sift and sort out the faa/lroat is a well neigh 
impossible task. A role is issued taking into consideration the 
general situation. 

Furthermore, the view of the moron has no reality in opposition 
to the view of Hadhrat Aishah, Hadhrat Umar. Hadhrat Ibn 
Mas'ood, Hadhrat Ibn Umar and the numerous other Sahaabah 
(radhiyallahu anhum). The prohibition was enacted for all women. 
Further arguing his case for the prohibition of "some women', the 
moron says: ' Imam Ibn Hajar has mildiy slated "And also Allah 
Subhanahu wa Ta ala knowing what the women would be up to. 
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would have revealed to his Prophet that he prohibits then " To put 
this bluntly, those who take the saying ofAlsha (RA) to apply to ail 
women permanently, ftU the day of Judgement are implying that 
Allah Subhanahu wa Ta'ala did not know what was coming in the 
future, or he knew but forgot to Inspire the Prophet to convey the 
message to us. " 

Hadhrat Umar, Hadhrat Aishah and the other Sahaabah applied 
the prohibition to all women. The Aiounah-e-Mnjiahideeo and the 
Fuqaha of all ages applied the initial prohibition introduced by 
Hadhrst Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) to all women. Therefore, in terms 
of the shiah moron's reasoning, all the Sahaabah and the ilhistrious 
Fuqaha of all ages are guilty of the kufr he has imagined. 

Thai the Sahaabah did ban all women is undeniable. That 
Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyallahu anna) was referring to the ban 
preventing all women is undeniable. Are they then guilty of the kufr 
which the moron is ascribing to them with his ludicrous reasoning? 

As for this particular averment of Ibn Hajar. it is devoid of Shar'i 
substance. If the moron, i.e. the modernist writer of the bunkum 
article, can find it plausible to refute the stand of the Sahaabah and 
of all the Fuqaha of all ages, there is absolutely no inhibition for 
setting aside Ibn Hajr's erroneous statement. It simply lacks 
substance. We choose to offer Taqlecd to the Sahaabah and the 
Fuqaha, not to Ibn Hajar, especially when his statement clashes with 
the Fatwa of the Jamhoor Fuqaha. 

THE ARGUMENT OF THE OPTIONS 

It is undeniable that Rasulullah (saUallabu alaybi wasallam) bad 
imposed a number of stringent conditions for the initial 
permissibility-. It is also undeniable that he had encouraged women 
io perform Salaat at home, stating the far greater mcnt of her Sahut 
in the innermost recess of her home. Likewise It is undeniable that 
he had coirananded men to prohibit their women from the Musjid 
when they adorned themselves. The cumulative effect of these 
uVtors constrained the Sahaabah to introduce measures to restrict 
the women from coming to the Musjid despite the initial 
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permissibility. Hadhrat Aishah's opinion in this regard is of decisive 
importance for the enactment of the prohibition. The Fuqaha of 
Islam accord priority to her view. 

Refuting this stance of the Sahaabah and the Kuqaha, the shiah 
moron says: "Such a stance sends the message that the Prophet 
SaUaltahu Alaihi wa SaUam was somehow prevented from 
prohibiting the women from attending the mosques and could only 

express his dislike To imply that Allah and his Prophet's 

position on this matter were somehow compromised Is to go against 
the cardinal principles of belief in Allah. " Then the moron asks: 
"What was stopping Allah Subhaanahu wa Ta'ala to Instruct the 
Prophet to convey to the world that women are to be prohibited 
from attending the mosques? " 

The stupidity of the moron is starkly portrayed in this rubbish he 
has gorged out. It is not a question of anything 'stopping Allah 
Ta'ala'. It is simply an issue which pertains to the domain of the 
Fuqaha to issue the appropriate fatwa when required. If the situation 
had remained as it was during the time of Rasulullah (sallallahu 
alayhi wasallam), Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) would not 
have ventured her comment and opinion as she had done nor would 
Hadhrat Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) have prohibited women, nor 
would Hadhrat Abdullah Ibn Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) have 
physically driven women away from the Musjid nor would the other 
Sahaabah nor the Fuqaha have issued their fataawa of strict 
prohibition. The prohibition is the effect of developing 
circumstances and is subject to the Vsool which the Fuqaha 
formulated on the basis of the Qur'aan and Ahaadith. 

The talk of 'what stopped Allah Ta'ala' or the suggestion of 
compromise by Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) are the 
blasphemies of morons with shiah tendencies. Let us ask the moron: 
What had stopped Allah Ta'ala (Nauthubillaah!) from instructing 
Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) to add Assalatu Khairum 
minan naum to the Fajr Salaat? What had stopped Allah Ta'ala 
(Nauthubillaah!) from instructing Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam) to add the second Athaan of Jumuah? And, wha< had 
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slopped Allah Ta'ala (Naulnubillaah!) from instructing Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam) to institute the 20 raka't Tarawech 
Salaat in Jamaar? What did stop Allah Ta'ala (Naulhubillaah !) from 
instructing Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) to implement 
Three Talaaqs in one session to be three Talaaqs? Why was this 
ruling left for Hadhrat Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) to implement two 
years info his Khilaafat? And what had stopped Allah Ta'ala 
(Naulhubillaah!) from instructing Rasulullah (sallaJlahu alayhi 
wasallam) to once and for all inform the Sahaabah of the thousands 
of new developments until the Day of Qiyaamah and the Fatwa for 
each new development for the proper guidance of the Urrunah? 
Truly, the argument if 'what was stopping Allah Ta'ala" is pure 
bunkum spawned by the mind of the sbiah moron. 

Then on the question of the baseless implication of 'Allah and 
Rasulullah's positions being compromised' (Naulhubillaah !X Id us 
draw the moron's attention to the following Hadith in Bukhaari 
Shareef: 

"Ibn Zubair (radhiyallahu anhu) narrated: Aishah (radhfyallahu 
anha) said to me lhat Nabi (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) said to her: 
O Aishah! Ifti was not/or the /ear of your nation (U the Qwaish) 
lapsing into kufr. then certainly I would demolish the Ka'bah and 
erect for it two doors: a door for people to enter and a door for 
them to ail. Then Ibn Zubair did so. " 

Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) had expressed the desire 
to restore the Ka'bah to its original form as built by Nabi Ibrashrcm 
(alayhis salaam). However, for the fear of the objections and 
possible irtidaad (apostasy) of the new converts after the conquest 
of Makkah, he abandoned the plan. But Hadhrat Ibn Zubair 
(radhiyallahu anhui fulfilled this wish after fee demise of Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam). 

Does this abstention imply that Allah Ta'ala and His Rasool 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam) had compromised their position? In 
terms of the convoluted logic of the shiah moron, it does 
Nsuthubillaah! But not so according to the Ahlus Sunnab. 
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We find here that for a valid reason Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam) abstained from giving expression to his desire to restore 
the Ka'bah to its original form as Nabi Jbraaheem (alayhis salaam) 
had constructed it. Dictated by the valid reason - whatever it may be 
- Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) left the Ka'bah in the form 
erected by the Mushrikecn of Makkah despite his dislike for it. It 
was left (o Hadhrat Ibn Zubair (radhiyailahu anhu) to alter the 
Ka'bah. There are other similar examples too which according to the 
logic of the moron would come within the purview of his 
compromise theory. 

That were valid reasons why Allah Ta'ala did not instruct 
Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam} to make known to the 
Sahaabah numerous ahkaam which still had to be enacted after the 
demise of Nabi-e-Kareem (alayhis salaam). Similarly there were 
valid reasons - whatever they may be - for the prohibition of female 
attendance not being made final during the age of Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam). It was left Air a later time when there 
were valid reasons for the enactment of the prohibition. Thus the 
argument: Why was the prohibition not enacted by Rasulullah 
(saimiahu alayhi wasallam) himself, is palpable nonsense and 
ghutha 

The moron's contention that women have been given the 
'freedom of choice' to perform at home or in the Musjid, is another 
piece of his bunkum. That choice applied to the time when the 
prohibition had not come into force. Furthermore, that 'choice" was 
heavily circumscribed by a number of strictures which discouraged 
women from the Musjid. Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) 
had emphasized that the Salaat of a woman in the remotest coma of 
her home is superior to performing Salaat in his Musjid behind him. 
Since the prohibition has Shar'i status, the initial 'freedom of 
choice' has terminated. 

The moron asks the following nonsensical Question which has 
absolutely no relationship with the discussion although he laboured 
painfiilly to forge a link: "So in present tunes, where fewer men are 
coming to the mosque for prayer*, should we pass a fatwa that 
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men's prayers at their homes are not accepted?" Yes, such a fatwa 
will be valid for such vOe tussaaq who perform Salaat at home 
without valid reason. Then Salaai is not accepted because they 
defiantly disregard the compulsory injunction of performing Salaat 
with Jamaa't at the Musjid. By non-acceptance in this context is 
meant that the thawaab of (he Salaat is nullified end to aggravate 
this nullification is the added major sin which they commit for 
disregarding Allah's command. 

TWO STUPID ANALOGIES 

The moron tenders two stupid analogies in comical style wiih the 
intent of mocking the Jamhooi Sahaabahs' and Fuqahas* 
prohibition. In his first stupid analogy the moron argues in favour of 
the abolition of the right of beating the wife - the right which Allah 
Ta'ala explicitly states in the Qur'aan. It is a right on which there 
exists no difference of opinion. 

The moron's argument is that just as the prohibitionists have 
taken away women's right of going to the Musjid because of their 
flmah so too should men's right of beating grossly disobedient 
wives be taken away on account of another type of flmah, viz., 
abusftcxcessive beating/ assault, and also because Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam) was not in favour of beating despite the 
Qur'aarue permission. 

1 he moron's conclusion by way of this analogy is a lit for tat If 
women's right to visit the Musjid is to be proscribed, then the same 
should apply to men's right of beating their wives. The analogy is 
palpably false. There is absolutely no resemblance between the two 
injunctions. The reasons for proscribing the initial pennissibility of 
women visiting the Musjid has already been dealt with. Repeating it 
here will be an act of redundancy. If it is established in some place 
that men in general are abusing the permission granted by the 
Qur'aan to beat wives, and that (heir beating has degenerated to 
cruelty, then there will be no objection to a fatwa prohibiting men in 
general from beating their wives. Beating wives is not an incumbent 
command. It is a permission. If the Muftis issue a fatwa to proscribe 
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this rxrmission on the basis of valid reasons, then such a fatwa will 
have Shar'i validity-. But the right cannot be proscribed or prohibited 
on the basis of the prohibition pertaining to female attendance of (he 
Musjid The moron with his stupidity has therefore not scored any 
points with his nonsensical analogy. 

His second stupid and comical analogy which in reality Is no 
analogy, but absurd and convoluted reasoning, is the idea that if 
women arc allowed to go shopping, visit friends, go to places of 
prostitution such as universities, go shopping to buy lewd clothing, 
then they should also be allowed to go lo the Musjid. In tendering 
this stupid reasoning he fails lo understand that the people who 
permit their wives and daughters to prowl around beyond the sacred 
precincts of the home to execute the immoral misdeeds enumerated 
above, have absolutely no objection to their females aneoding the " 
Musjid. The ones who prohibit their females from the Musjid, 
prohibit to a greater degree prowling in the marketplaces and dens 
of vice and prostitution. They do not allow their daughters to attend 
universities or go around shopping in malts, etc. The moron has thus 
misdirected his stupid analogy. 

THE FATWA OF THE HANAFI MATH-HAB 

Since we arc the followers of the lianafi Math-hab, it devolves upon 
us to stale the Fatwa of our Math-hab for (he guidance of the 
Urnmah. 

(DTabyeeonl Haqaaiq, Vol. I, pages 139 and 140: "Tney should 
not attend congregations, Le, in all Salaats, whether they (the 
women) are young or old. This is the verdict of the Mutakh-khireen 
(Fuqaha of the Ahnaaf) because of the rise of fasaod in our times. 

.The accepted verdict in our age is prohibition for all (Salaats) 

because of the change in the times. Precisely for this reason did 
Aishah (radWyaUahu anha) say: "If Raaumllah had seen of the 
women what we have seen, then most assuredly he would have 
forbidden them from the Musjid just as the women of Bani Israaeel 
were prohibited. Women have introduced (in their lives) adornment. 
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perfume snd wearing jeweller y It was for this reason thai Umar 
(radhiyallahu anhu') had forbidden dm (from arteriCJig the 
Musjid). The changing of the ahkaam because of Ihe changing of 
ihe limes cannot be denied, e.g. it is permissible to lock Ihe Musjid 
in our age (whereas originally this was not permissible) ." 

(2) Mabs«ot or Imasm Smmkfcri, Vol. 16, page 37: "Verily, during 
the lime of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi vvasallam) a.Td Abu Bakr 
(radhiyallahu anhu) women used lo attend jama-aai (for Salaat). 
However, Umar (radhiyallahu anhu) prohibited this, and he was 
correct (in so doing)." 

(3) AMkhtiyaar Ta'kelil Mukhtaar, VoL 1, page 139: "During 
our Uroes nothing of ii (ie. whether the women attending the Musjid 
are young or old) is permissible because of the fasaad of Ihe tunes 
and Ihe rampancy of immorality." 

(4) An-\ihaayah: "Our Fuqaha base the prohibition of women 
attending the Musjid on the prohibition declared by Hadhrai Umar 
Ibn Khattaab (radhiyallahu anhu). When he discerned the fimah 
(mischief) which women had initialed, he forbade iheiremeigence." 

(5) Alaamah Aini (rahmatullab alayh) of the 8* century says: 

"If Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) could observe the innovations and 
evils which the women of mis age (i.e. the 8* century of Islam) have 
introduced, her rejection (of women attending the Musjid), would be 
more vehement The interval between the era of Aiahah's rejection 
and Rasuluilah's time is very little. The wrongs which the women 
during the time of Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) had introduced were 
insignificanl compared to Ihe evils which they have introduced 
during this age (i.e. the century)." 

(6) A1-Mahe*tul Buriuuafc "Ihe Ruling is prohibition for ail 
Salaats because of the spread nf fimah of the age." 
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(7) AJ-Jauharah: "ihe verdict (Fatwa) today is prohibiiion of 
women's presence fin ihe Musjid) for all Salaat because of the 
prevalence of miscniet" 

(8) Mumuaal: "The Fatwa today is that il is forbidden for women to 
attend the Musjid for all Salaats because of the appearance of 
fimah." 

(9) A1-Kifaayah: "The Fatwa today is prohibition of females 
attending (the Musjid) for all Salaais because of the spread of 
fiinah." 

(10) Mufti Kifaayatulhih states in bis treatise. The Prohibition 
of Women Attending Gathering and Public Lectures: "The Ruling 
of our Companions is that which Ihe author of Badaius Sanaai has 
said. In this there is a consensus of opinion that a woman cannot 
attend EkJ or Jumuab Salaat. In fact, she is prohibited from 
attending any;all Salaat (in (he Musjid). This ruling is based on the 
Qur'aanic aayai: And remain resolutely In your homes... '. The 
emergence of women from their homes is a cause offlinah." It is 
further stated in Badaai: 'Women arc not allowed to attend Salaat 
with Jamaat. The proof is in the narration of Hadhrai Umar 
(radhiyallahu anhu) wherein he prohibited women from emerging 
from their homes." 

(11) Fataawa Atamghiri, VoL 1, page 93: "Ine Fatwa of these 
times is that ii is impermissible for women to attend (the Musjid) for 
any Salaat because this is an era of social decay and fimah." 

(12) Babnir Raa-iq, VoL 1, page 380: "Women should not 
attend ihe Jamaat (Salaat) in view of the aayat: "And remain 
resolutely utyour homes... ' and the Hadith of Rasulutlah (sallallahu 
alayhi wasaliam) that ihe Salaat of a woman in the innermost corner 
of her home is better than her Salaat in the courtyard of her house, 
and her Salaat in the courtyard of her house is better than her Salaat 
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in the Musjid, and her borne is better for her than the Musjid The 
author of Kanzud Daqaaiq has mentioned in Kaafi thai the Fatwa of 
this era is impmnissibility for women lo attend any/all Salaat (in the 
Musjid) because of the prevalence of immorality." 

(13) Allaamah Badniddin Aini slates In Sbarab Kaaa: 

•'Women, be they young or old, are prohibited from attending the 
Musjid for Jamaat Salaat because this is an era of social decay and 
immorality" 

(14) Ad -Dun* I Mukliiaar, Vol. 1, pace 397: "It is not 
permissible for women lo attend Salaat in congregation, whether it 
be Jumuah or Eid or a lecture, even if she is old and even tf it is 
night time. This is the final ruling on this Issue. Due to the state of 
immorality, this ruling has been given." 

All the kutub of the llanali Math-hnb register a firm, resolute 
uncompromisinfi prohibition on women attending the Musjid for 
Salaat or for lectures in this era of fitnah and fasaad - evil and 
immorality of men and women. The Prohibition U based on the 
n.flim-il of ihe Qur'aan and Sunnoh. Only morons and immoral 
liberals of this age deny this irrefutable reality of the Shariah. 

THE SHAAFF MATH-HAB 

It will be prudent to state the ShaafT view as well. Miscreants and 
morons have an evil habit of misleading people by ascribing falsities 
to the Shaafi' Math-hab. The Shaaff T'uqaha are just as vehement 
and resolute in prohibiting women from the Musjid as the Hanafi 
Fuqaha. 

(IjTaanatut Taalibeen, Vol 2, page 5: "Yes. it is Makrooh (i.e. 
forbidden) for women of adornment lo attend the Musjid with males 
because of the Hadrth in Bukhaari and Muslim narrated from Aishah 
(radhiyallahu anha) who said: 'If Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam) had to see what women have initiated (today), then most 
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certainly he would prohibit them from the Musjid just as the women 
of Bairi Israaeel were prohibited." And this prohibition is on account 
of the fiinah in it (in their emergence from their homes to attend the 

Musjid). 

The text of Shurh states: 'It is Makrooh (reprehensible and 
forbidden) for a woman to attend Jamaat of the Musjid if she is 
young even if she dons shabby (unaitiactive/old) garments, and even 
if she is nol young, bul with her there is something of beauty « the 
rragrancc of petfiime.' And it is the duty of the Imaam or his 
representatives lo prevent them (from the Musjid) " 

l2)AMqnaa li Saursbccai. Vol I. p«S* l«4: "It is Makrooh for 
the women Of beauty (adornment) lo attend (the Musjid) with males 
because of the lladith of Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) narrated in 
Bukhaari and Muslim " 

(3)AI-Majmoo\ Vol. 4, p»Rf 172: "When a young woman or even 
an old women who can be a cause of lust, intends to attend the 
Musjid. it is Makrooh for her. It is also Makrooh for her husband or 
wali to allow her (to attend the Musjid). 

If it is such an old woman who is not desirable (i.e. she is not a 
cause of lust for others) and if there is no wtqfadah (fimah/mischicf) 
eilher for hei oi for others, then it is preferable for the husband to 
allow her if she seeks permission. But if he refuses (to give 
permission) then it is not haream for him (lo refuse)." 

<4>A^M*JID0o^ Vol. 5, Page 13: Explaining the prohibition, it is 
said: " .....and because ihe fitnah and the ways of evil in these times 
are abundant contrary to the initial era (of Islam)." 

(5)KWaayaluI Akhyaar, Vol. 1. page 149: If Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam) had lo see what women have 

introduced, he would most certainly prohibit them from the Musjid 
just as the women of Bani Israaeel were prohibited' This then is the 

Fatwa of Ummul Mu'mincen in the best of ages. Then what should 
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be (the fatwa) in this corrupt time of ours? Verily many others 
(Fuqaha) besides Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) had abo 
prohibited women from attending the Musjid - others, e.g. Urwah 
Bin Zubair (radhiyallaha anhu), Qaasim, Yahya Ansaari and 
Maalik... And this (difference of opinion regarding women's 
attendance) applied to that (early) age. But during this era of ours, 
not a single Muslim will hesitate lo prohibit women except a ghabl 
(an ignoramus/moron whose brains are dense) who lacks 
understanding of the deeper wisdom of the Shariah. He seeks proof 
from the taahiri daleel (i.e. he looks at only the text/the words) 

without understanding its meaning The correct version is 

resolutely Tahreero (i.e. it is haraam for women to attend the 
Musjid). And the Fatwa is according to It" 

<6)HaMhr>.taao, Vol. 1, page 222: ......the likes of young women 

of adornment or old perAiroed women, and it is haraam for a 
married woman to go to (the Musjid) without the permission of her 
husband, and it is haraam for him to permit her because of fitnah 
from her or on her." 

(7)Bujai™i alal Kbateeb, VoL 2, page 107: "Women should not 
attend fraud (in the Musjid) whether they are young or old because 

of the spread of fasaad (evil, immoralitj') The fatwa today h on 

prohibition for all This Includes (the daily) Jamaat Salaat, Eid, 

Istisoaa and gatherings of lectures, especially the lecture 
programmes of the Juhhaat (the cardboard muftis and paper motvis) 
who masquerade as Ulama whilst their motive is carnal lust." 



THE FATWA' OF MORONS 

In the ShaafV kiiaab, Klfooyatul Akhyaar, VoL I. page 149, the 
opinion of morons is vehemently criticized. The author, Ibn Hajar 
Hahami (rahmatuilah ahrjb) citing the famous Hadith of Iladhrat 
Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) which constitutes a fundamental basis 
for the decree of Prohibition, states: 
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"If Rasutuiiah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) had seen what 
women have introduced, (hen most assuredly he would prohibit 
them from the Musjid just as the women of Ban! hraaeei were 
prohibited " (Then he comments): •This, then is the fatwa ofUmmul 
Mu 'mineen during Khatrul Quroon (the Best of Ages - the Age of 
the Sahoabah). Then what should it he during this corrupt age of 
ours? (ie. many centuries after Khatrul Quroon with immorality on 
the ascendancy). Others besides Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) too 
have staled the prohibition of women attending the Musjid 

Among them arc Urwah Bin Zubair (radhiyallahu anhu), Qaasim, 
Yahya Ansaari, Maalik, and Abu Hanifah once, then at another time 
he gave permission (for old women during Fajr. Maghrib and Isha). 
Similarly, Abu Yusvf prohibited it. This (prohibition) with some 
differences applied to that age (the Khuirul Quroon). However, with 
regard to our age (ie. the #9* century), no one among the 
Muslimeen will hesitate In (the fatwa) of prohibiting women, except 
a moron lacking ut the wutersUndmg of the subtleties of the 
Shariah Verily he (the moron) argues (and seeks proof) with the 
literal text and he applies U literally without understanding Us 
meaning and without taking into account the wisdom (and 

understanding) of Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) And, the Fcuwa is 

on this (le. prohibition). And Allah knows best " 

Ibn Hajar Haiiami (rahmatuilah alayh) has made it abundantly 
clear that only a moron - a person with a dense brain whose 
intellectual channels are clogged with stupidity - looks at the text 
and simply ascribes to it a literal effect in terms of the apparent 
meaning. He is Wind to the many factors and circumstances which 
retter the text of the Hadith. The density of his brain precludes the 
moron from understanding the Fatwa of Wisdom issued by Hadhrat 
Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) and the wisdom of Hadhrat Umar's 
prohibition, and the verdicts of the Mutakh-khircen Fuqaha of all 
Math-habs 
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The moron is loo ignorant to understand the difference! between 
the era of Puaulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) and the present 
absolutely corrupt age of moral depravity in which immorality, fisq 
and fujoor preponderate. It is only a gkebi (moron) who fails to 
understand thai not a single condition which Rasulullah (sallallahu 
alayhi wasallani) stipulated for the inrtiol perrnissibiltty exists today. 
Women who leave their homes to prowl in the public and to even 
attend the Musjid and listen to lectures do not observe even one of 
the exceptionally stringent conditions which were attached to the 
irutialrjermisiibaity. 

The very Hadith in whkh the term tafHaat appears is repugnant 
for the women of today as well as for the moron. In this Hadith 
Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) while allowing women to go 
to the Musjid instructed that they should emerge 'dirty* (lafllaa). 
They must be dressed and appear dirty and shabby. Perfume is 
haraam when they emerge from their home. Their dirty, shabby 
jilbaab should bo SO big as 10 conceal two women. Their emergence 
used to be in intense darkness. The darkness enshrouded them to 
such an extent that even one woman could not recognize the other 
one. No one could sec them walking in the intense darkness. The 
men would remain sealed after Fardh until all the women had 
departed. The women would not perform Stomal Salaat in the 
Musjid And, above all. it was the Noblest Age in the history of 
mankind, graced by the presence and guardianship of Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam). 

When the Fuqaha had prohibited women on account of the moral 
corruption of society many centuries ago. what docs intelligence 
demand of this present age of fisq, fyfoor and shaitacniyat? Only 
morons who desire gratification for then lusts advocate female 
emergence from the sanctity of their homes. 

The differences among the early Fuqaha regarding young and old 
women applied to (hat early eras-Jn which piety still reigned 
supreme. Nevertheless, young women and even old women who 
could appear attractive to old men. we debarred from the Musjid. 
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But as the moral decadence increased the Fuqaha prohibited all 
categories of women from attending the Musjid. 

It K sheer insanity to accept what the morons and cardboard 
muihs of today have to soy and to reject what the illustrious 
Fuqaha of all centuries had decreed. The moron seeks to 
overshadow and cancel the opinion of the Sahaabah and the Fuqaha 
with his stupid opinion devoid of all Shar'i substance. Is it possible 
thai all the Fuqaha of the past fourteen centuries had dwelt in error 
while this moron who lacks expertise in even Istinia masaa-il bus 
unearthed the correct view? Has the entire Umraah of the cast 
fourteen centuries lived in deviation? 



THE INITIAL PERMISSIBILITY AND THE 
ULTIMATE PROHIBITION 

A Clinching Ruling of the Sbaafi' Math-hab 

Ibo Hajar Haitami (rahmamllah alayh), the eighth century authority 
of the Shaafi' Math-hab has elaborately presented this Prohibition in 
Al-Faiaawal Ftqhlyclul Kubra He has argued the case from all 
angles, and has resolutely confirmed the prohibition for all 
categories of women on account of the confirmed fitnah. The 
pandem.c of fitnah has been incremental and there is no hope of it 
receding. Extracts from his lengthy detailed elaboration are as 
follows: 

"With regard to the statement of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam): "Do not prevent ih* female servants of Allah from the 
Musjid' , and similar other Ahaadith on this topic, it is obvious that 
this permission regulated by conditions which the Ulama have 
explained. These conditions have been obtained from ue Ahaadith. 

^ ^l-V* woman mus ' nw ** Perfumed nor adorned with 
jewels which make sounds. Her garments should not be attractive. 
There should be no mingling with males. The woman should not be 
young or like a young woman who can be a cause of fitnah. There 
should be no fear of mischief in the road. If even one of these 
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conditions is lacking, then she will be prohibited (from going to ihc 
Musjid or anywhere else). 

The condition foi pennissftality of emerging U the non-existence 
of fitnah and this is obvious. When emergence is haraam (because 
of fitnah), then prohibiting (women) is Waajib (on the husband or 
the guardian). 

Furthermore, the statement of Hadhrat Aisbah (radhiyaUahu 
anha) reinforces prohibition, for she said: '(f Rasulullah (sallallahu 
alayhi wasallam) had seen what the women have Introduced, he 
vould prohibit them from the Musjid just as the women of Barn 
israaeei were prohibited ' 

What she (Hadhrat Aishah- radhiyaUahu anha) had deducted is 
supported by ihe statement of Imaam Maalik (rahmatullah alayh), 
viz., 'The fctaawa (verdicts) for people will be in accordance with 
the immorality which they have introduced.' The m— ling of [maam 
MaaUk's statement is what Aishah (radhiyollnhu anha) had intended. 
In other words, if a person introduces such an act for which the 
Principles of the Sbariah dictate a decree other than the decree 
which had existed before the innovation, then a new decree will be 
applied according to what has been introduced, not in accordance 
with what had existed prior to the introduction. 

This is supported by her Hadith narrated by Ibn Maajah: 'While 
Rasulullah (sallsUahu alayhi wasallam) was seated in the Musjid an 
adorned woman entered me Musjid walking proudly showing off 
her beauty in the Musjid Then said Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi 
wasallam): *0 people! Forbid your women from wearing garments 
of beauty and from pride in die Musjid, for verily, Bani Israaeel 
were cursed when their women dressed beautifully and swaggered 
intheMusaajid.* 

When a woman emerges only in this manner, she shall be 

prevented (The prohibition) is further supported by the 

statement of Ghazaali in AMhya. He said: 'It is Waajib to prohibit 
women from attending the Musaajid for Salaat, for gatherings of 
knowledge and thikr when there is fear of fitnah, for verily Aishah 
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(radhiyaUahu anha) had prohibited them. It was then said to her: 
'Verily, Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) did not prohibit 
women from jamaa-aat (gatherings in the Musjid).* She then said: 
'If Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) had known what the 
women have introduced after him, he would most certainly have 
prohibited them." 

The statement of Ibn Khuzaimah who is among our Akaabir 
(senior) Ashaab supports this: 'The Salaat of a woman in her home 
is superior to her Salaat in the Musjid of Rasulullah (sallallahu 
alayhi wasallam) despite it being equal to a thousand Salaat. Thi3 
means the Salaat of men, not of women. Therefore, when it (her 
Salaat in her home) is superior (than even 1000 Salaat of men who 
r*rform in Musjid Nabawi), then the motive which brings her out of 
ihe home is either riya (show) or pride, and this is haraam. 

Among the worst evils is the mingling of the ignoramuses among 
the masses. Men with their wives with exposed faces mix with other 
men during Tawaaf. Also among the evils is what the women of 
Makkah and others do when they intend to perform Tawaaf and 
enter the Musjid. They adorn themselves and use very strong 
perfume which can be smelt from a distance. With this they distract 
ihe attention of the people, and this constitutes a cause for attracting 
gazes towards them, leading to different kinds of moral corruption. 
We supplicate to AUah 10 guide the rulers to eradicate these evils, 
Aameen! Now ponder! You will find the situation categorically 
demanding prohibition even with regards to Tawaaf when women 
perpetrate acts leading to fitnah. Thus, this situation further supports 
what she (Hadhrat Aisbah -radhiyaUahu anha) had said earlier. 

(ta view of the appalling moral decadence) how can 

prohibiting her not be incumbent .and how can it be said that 

emergence (from the home) is permissible for her. This cannot be in 
the Shariah. 

Among the haraam acts is their (women's) brushing against men 
in the Musjid and the road. Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasallam) 
said: 'It is better for a man to brush against a mud-soiled pig than 
his shoulders brushing against a woman who is not lawful for him, " 
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Narrated by Tabaraani Therefore if you say: 'What, do you 

prohibit women from the Musaajid. places of Eid Salaat and visiting 
the quboot besides the Qabar of Nabi (sallallahu aJayhi wasallam)? 
My response is: "How is it possible for me not to say so when there 
is consensus on this (prohibition) because of the non-existence of 
the conditions of permissibility for khuroo? (i.e. emergence from the 
home to attend the Musjid, etc.). And that (the conditions for 
permissibiiity) during the age of RasuluUah (sallallahii aiayhi 
wasallam) were piety and moral purity.' 

Among the Mutaqaddimeen, the two noble and illustrious 
Shaikhs and Imaams: Shaikh Taqiuddccn Al-Haseeni and our 
Shaikh Alaauddccn Muhammad Bin Muhammad Bin Muhammad 
Al-Najjaari -May Allah cover them with His mercy - have (also) 
stated this (as explained above). That which both these illustrious 
Shaikhs have stated is adequate for a person who abandons bis 
desire. Some have inferred that the view of Tahreem (i.e. haraam for 
women to attend the Musjid) and the claim of consensus on 
prohibition are in conflict with the (ShaafT) Math-bab. But it is not 
so. On the basis of what I explain from the kutub of the Math-hab. 
etc. their purpose is clarified, and it explains that there is no conflict 
(with the Math-hab) in what they have said- 

That which they (the two illustrious Shaikhs) have said is that, 
verily, the Fatwa m this age is the prohibition of women's 
emergence (from their homes to attend the Musjid, etc). None, but 
a moron tubservient to his base desires wiU hesilete in this (Le. In 
accepting that it is prohibited for women), for verily, the ahkaam 
change with the changing of the people of the age. This is the 
correct version according to the Llama of the Salf and KhaJf of the 
Math-habs. 

Tahaawi said that the command for their emergence was in the 
initial period of Islam so that the Muslims may appear large in 
number in the eyes of the enemies. It is mentioned in Sharh Ibn 
Daqeequl Eid: *Vcrily, in that time (the initial period of Islam) the 
people of Islam were in numerical inferiority, hence there was a 
need to emphasize the emergence of women and (even) the females 
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of khvavo' (young girls who remain within their homes). It is 
mentioned in Musannaf of Ibnul Altaar that going to the Musjid in 
the darkness at the time of safety from harm and fitsah, was 
permitted during the era of Nabi (sallallahu aiayhi wasallam) and for 
a while during the time of the Sahaabah. Thereafter this (emergence 
from the homes to go to the Musjid) was prohibited because of the 
(fitnah) which women had introduced such as adornment, perfume, 
and their mischief with men. Then he (the Author of Musannaf) 
mentioned the Hadith of Aishah (radhryallahu anha) in which 

appears the prohibition of females It is appropriate (i.e. 

necessary) for a man not to aid his wife or any woman under his 

jurisdiction to emerge from her home This (i.e. their 

attending the Musjid in the initial period of Islam) has been 
prohibited for other eras because in their attendance there are many 
acts of haraam comiption. 

And. he (i.c. Imaam Gfaazaali) said in Ai-Ihya; 'It is Waajib to 
prohibit women from attending the Musaajid for Salaai and 
gatherings of thixr when there is rear of fitnah. These ihcn are the 
different views of the Ulama according to the changing times. 

When there is the incidence of fitnah, then (their attendance) is 
haraam without any doubt. The meaning of fitnah is ana and its 
introductory steps such as looking (at femalesX privacy with them, 
touching, etc. 

At the time of the prevalence of haraam acts, the correct view is 
absolute haraam, and a Faqech docs not hesitate in this (i.e. in 

issuing the fatwa of haraam) The correct version 

is that the Fatwa is absolute prohibition." (Al-Fataawal Fiqhtywul 
Kvbra) 

It is significant that ibn Hajar Haitami (rahmatullah alayh) has 
branded the rejecter of prohibition a moron (ghabi). Only meroos 
attempt to uuU/e their corrupted intelligence to cancel ahkaam of 
the Shariah which have existed since the earliest age of Islam and 
which all the Authorities have confirmed. 
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The differences of the early Fuqaha are restricted to 'old women' 
- old grandmothers who are beyond the age of marriage and who 
do not constitute fitnah for even old men. This is clearly staled in 
the kurub of the Sbariah. As tar as young, middle-aged and such oh) 
women Mho flaunt beauty and adornment or exercise an attraction 
are coacerned. there is consensus of the Fuqaha of all Math-hobs 

that it is not permissible for them to attend the Musjid. However, the 
moron deceptively labours to confuse people with this slight 
difference. After the Khaind Quroon era, the prohibition was 
extended to even old women because of the fitnah of the times - die 
fitnah of the women and the fitnah of the men. 

As far as the present age - the 15* Islamic century/the 21" 
century of the Christian era — is concerned, immorality is total. 
Moral depravity, shamclcssness. lewdness, ar^fonmertt'of hijaab, 
etc. are the order of the day. Under no circumstances will it ever be 
pemrissibte for women to attend the Musjid in these times. The 
position is worse in the Haramain Sharecfain. The rulers being 
immoral are permitting the perpetration of immorality and fitnah 
right inside the sacred precincts of the Holy Musaajid. The evil is 
appalling, particularly during Tawaaf. The authorities have grossly 
failed in their obligation of maintaining strict segregation and 
separation of Tawaaf tunes for the sexes. 

THE MORON'S ADVICE TO DISCARD THE 
SHARIAH 

Revealing his true anti-Islam and nlfaaq colours, the moron slates: 
"Most Muslim adhere to the four schools of though/. Thus, it is 
hard to ignore the suggestion thai perhaps some of the confusion 
regarding women and mosque has been caused by the contradicting 
positions taken by these schools of thought. If such is the cose, then 
we have no option bid to encourage everybody to follow Allah 
Subhanahv wa To 'ola 's advice and revert to the Quran and Sunnah 
leaving all our preconceived ideas and cultural influences behind. " 
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Firstly, who docs this dimwit, ghahi andjaahil think he is? 7MB 
insignificant, stupid speck of siupidity, too big for his boots, 
believes that he has the authority to instruct the Lmmah to abandon 
the Taqleed of the Sahaabah which reached them via the great 
Armmah^-Mujtahideen, and then to make 'taqleed' of this moron 
wallowing in nlfaaq and Jahualat. His jahaalat is appallingly 
obscene. The Four Math-habs are the Math -hobs of Rasulullah 
(sallallahu alayhi was al lam). These Math-habs are the inheritance 
acquired from the Sahaabah. The whole of Islam is contained in the 
Four Math-habs. The Ummah has been following the Shariah 
through the medium of the Four Math-habs since the time of the 
Sahaabah. It was the Sahaabah who tutored the first and highest 
level of Aimmei«-Mujtarudceri. The Math-habs stem directly from 
the Sahaabah. But this munaafiq moron is too stupid - too dense in 
his brains to understand what Islam is and that there is no Islam 
minus the Four Math-habs. 

Neither is it possible to follow the Qux'aan nor the Suiuiah 
without making Taqleed of the Math-habs. The Muhadditheen 
themselves, who had compiled the Sunnah are followers of the 
Math-habs. The great Ulama of all centuries followed the Math- 
habs. But this jaahil/ghabi (ignoramus/moron) 'advises' Muslims 
lo abandon the Islam which has been transmitted to them from the 
Sahaabah, and to fabricate a new brand of kufr 'islam' based on his 
stupid desires and crass and gross ignorance. 

On the issue of Women in Musaajid, there is no confusion among 
the Mathaahib. If there is any confusion, it exists in the dense brains 
of the moron. The Rulings of the Maih-habs are structured on solid 
Usool of the Qur'aan and Sunnah. Rulings change with 
circumstances while the Usool reman unchanged. Bui the 
ghabi/jaahil is too stupid to understand this. How is it possible for 
the Urnrnah to abandon Islam which has been practised for the past 
fourteen centuries and opt for the stupid baatil of an upstart moron 
and ignoramus who lacks expertise in even the masaa-il of Tahaarat 
and Salaat? 
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The density of his brains is conspicuously displayed by his 
suggestion thai 'cultural influences' have played a role in the 
dctcrminatioa of the Sharioh's prohibition on the emergence of 
women torn their homes to attend the Musjid or any other public 
places. This weird averment portrays just how ignorant the moron is 
of the methodology of the Fuqaha in the formulation of Shaft 



Furthermore, if anyone should attempt to refer directly to the 
Qur'aan Majeed for an answer regarding female emergence, he will 
discover a categorical prohibition, for the Qur'aan declares: 

"And remain resolutely (glued) within your homes and make not 
a display of yourselves as the exhibition of jaahlliyyah " This 
emphaac prohibition will constrain the ignoramus who refers to the 
Qur'aan, to discard the Ahaadith on this subject because of the 
apparent conflict. The Ahaadith will not be able to override mis 
emphatic prohibition stated in the Qur'aan. The Ahaadith are 
secondary to the Qur'aan which is the primary source of the 
Shariah, and which no moron has the right to override with any 
Hadith. Thus, any preconceived notion which ignoramuses glean 
from the Ahaadith must be discarded and only the categorical 
prohibition stated in the Qur'aan accepted for practice. 

Only the illustrious Fuqaha had the qualification and inherent 
expertise to blend the Qur'aan and Ahaadith to conform to the 
command: "Obey Allah and His Rasool " This is not a domain for 
morons. 

V.'c again advise the moron to read the Fafwa which Hedhral Ibn 
Hajar Haitami (rahmatullah alayh). the illustrious Shaafi' Faqech 
and Muhaddith, has pronounced for ignoramuses of the ilk of this 
moron who has written his ludicrous ghuiha on this question. Ibn 
Hajar slated with much emphasis that the ignoramus who ventures 
the suggestion that it is permissible m these eras of corruption and 
immorality for women to emerge from their homes to attend the 
Musjid, is a ghabi (moron) and a jaahll 
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THE MORON'S PRINCIPLE OF DEDUCTION 

The moron has invented a weird and absurd principle Tor his 
'jurisprudence' of jahaatat. That principle is: An act may be 
Justified on the basis of a sin For example: If it is said that pork is 
haraam, then the moron's •jurisprudential' qiyaas ofjahl presents 
the following syllogism: Pork is meat. Mutton and beef are meat 
People eat mutton and beef. Mutton and beef are halaal. Therefore 
pork too is halaal. This is the kind of 'logical deduction' to which 
the moron resorts to gain a quotient of permtssibility for the 
huruam act of female emergence from their homes. Thus, he argues: 
Women are allowed to go to the marketplaces and universities 
Musjids are holy places. Therefore women should be allowed to 
attend Musjids. 

This type of 'logical' deduction is the product of the brains of a 
moron who is too stupid to understand that a ruling cannot be based 
on a haraam act. Those who maintain that it is prohibited for women 
to attend the Musjid, do not say that it is permissible for them to 
visit marketplaces, universities, casinos and brothels as the moron 
has inferred. The issue of attending the Musjid cannot be argued on 
the basis of the haraam act of visiting the marketplace and the 
university. In fact, the latter is worse than the former. Visiting the 
marketplace and attending a university arc more evil for women 
than attending the Musjid. This 'logical' deduction of the moron 
only portrays Ok density of his brains. He has only exposed his own 
ignorance by this type of stupid reasoning. 

QARDAWI IS NOT A HANAFI' - QARDAWI IS A 
GHABI 

THE QUESTION OF WOMEN IN MUSAAjlD 
Before we explain the meaning of GHABI, let us cite the statement 
of Hadhrat Ibn Hajar Haitami (rahmatullah alayh), the illustrious 
Faqeeh and Muhaddith of the Shaafi' Math-hab. He flourished in ihe 
eighth Islamic century. Ibn Hajar states in hi? famed AlFataawal 
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Kubral Flqhlyah, Vol. I, page 204, which we reproduce here for the 
benefit of theCAaM? 

Translation: "it Is appropriate in our age (ie. the tf* century) to 
categorically decree haraam the emergence of young and adorned 
womm because of the abundance of fasaad 
(mischlefivkeflmmoralliy). The factor which made lawful 'female) 
emergence daring the Khairut Quroon (the age of Rasulultah - 
sallallahu alayhl wasaflam), the Suhaabah and Taabieen) has most 
certainly disappeared, and also has disappeared (what is mentioned 
in the Qur 'aanic verse): They (women) should not reveal their 
beauty and they should lower their gaze " And, similarly is it with 
the men The evils of female emergence now Is categorical. Then 
there has been mentioned what Hadhrat Aishah (radhiyallahu anha) 
said (regarding prohibition of women attending the 

Musjid) And, no one will hesitate in prohibiting women (from 

the Musjid and emerging from the home in general) except a gkabi 
who is a jaahi/ and who lacks ability in understanding the 

subtleties of the Sharlah The correct verdict is categorical 

Tahreem (Le. haraam for women to come to the Musjid), and this is 
the Fatwa And, this In a nutshell Is our (Shaafi ' Math-hub). " 

Thus, according to Hadhrat Ibn Hajar Haitami Shaafi* 
(rahrnatullah alayh) and according lo all the Fuqaha of all the Math- 
habs. the one who cails for women to attend the Musjtd, especially 
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in this immoral, libertine age of zina. fisq and fujoor, is a ghabl, a 
jaahil one who Is dim and dense In the brains and due to these 
intellectual maladies is unable to understand the deeper meanings 
of the Shariah. 

The lost soul, Qardawi who has lost the path by straying from 
Straatul Mvstaqeem, who has called for women to come in their 
droves to the Musaajid is such a ghabl and a Jaahil mentioned and 
described by Hadhrat Ibn Hajar Haitami (rahrnatullah alayh). Just 
imagine an 84 year old senile gkabi and jaahil deceptively 
proclaiming himself lo be a 'Hanafi', then stupidly and ludicrously 
saying that he could not complete his silly talk because of the 
absence of women. Did this senile ghabi and jaahil come to pollute 
this country with a quest for women? If he is in need of women, did 
he have to initiate bis search for them in the House of Allah from 
which the Shariah has banned them? If this modernist, deviated 
ghabi/jaahU is in search of women here in South Africa, he should 
prolong his stay and wait for the World Cup event where there will 
be lens of thousands of women of a variety of hues, immoral 
persuasions, gaits, styles, fashions parading with immoral pomp. He 
must not look for women in the Musaajid of South Africa. There are 
numerous immoral haunts where the ghabi/jaahli masquerading as a 
Hanafi can find women. The Musjid is not a place to look for 
women. 

Then to complicate the corruption which the ghabl/jaahU is 
propagating, is that the Reverend Abraham Bham, the Cross- 
Worshipper, ha* provided the Musjid's platform to this senile 
ghabi/jaahU to propagate his ghutha (rubbish, floisam, jetsam and 
bunkum). It is time that the Ulama in Gauteng give this miserable 
Reverend a humiliating bout. Those Ulama in Gauteng who style 
themselves 'Jamiatut Ulama' should hang their heads in shame. 
They have allowed this vile Reverend to hijack the Musjid and offer 
its platform to a ghabi/jaahil who lacks understanding of the Usoot 
of the Shariah, hence be has displayed such colossal ignorance of 
the mas'alah of the prohibition of women from the Musaajid. 
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And, what has happened to the tongues of the numerous other 
Ulama and Muftis who are aware of the fourteen century prohibiUon 
but who have opted for silence or who pretend to be dumb. In fact 
they have become like dumb devils, for they come within the full 
scope of the Hadith: "lie who remains silent regarding the Haqq is 
a dumb shattaan " Hie Ulama of the Jamiats and the Ulama of the 
Daarul I." looms are fully cognizant of the prohibition which has 
been in this Ummah since the age of the Sahaabah, yet they are 
contented to see the Shariah being mutilated and misinterpreted by 
the likes of the ghabUjaahll aided and abetted by Re\erend Bham 
and the miserable clique called UUCSA. These are all shayaatecn 
whose mission it is to dismantle the Shariah which Rasuiullah 
(sallallahu alayhi wasallam) and the Sahaabah handed to the 
Ummah and which has reached us by way of authoritative and 
reliable narration reliably transmitted from generation to generation 
The silent Ulama must open their mouths and stop behaving like 
dumb devils. They must stand up for the Haqq and not allow stupid 
morons (men qfghabacr*-ah) like the Qardawi ghabl^takil to speak 
from Musjid platforms. 

These modernist ignoramuses such as the ghabVJaahil, the 
Reverend and the UUCSA clique only mislead the masses with 
their falsehood. According to all four Math-habs it is not 
permissible for women to attend the Musjid. The juhaia 
(Ignoramuses) of our age masquerading as Ulama such as the 
ghabUjeahM, the Reverend and others of his ilk. having failed to 
understand the Nusoos on this mas'alah, cite Ahaadith and 
statements of the Fuqaha out of context and partially to mislead the 
masses and to hoodwink them into believing that it is permissible 
for women to attend the Musjid. 

Three books on this subject are available: (I) WOMEN /.V 
MUSAAJID 0 LADIES TABUCH JAMAAT and (S) THE 
GHVTHA OF A GHABl These three booklets present a detailed 
elaboration of the Shariah's prohibition of women attending the 
Musjkl. All the misconceptions and falsehood of the modernist 
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juhhaai are adequately answered aad refuted in these three books. 
Whoever is mterestod, may write for these books. 

In the Arabic passage mentioned at the beginning of this 
Ncaeehat, Hadhrut Ibn Hajar Haitami (rahrrvrfulUh alayh) stales rhe 
categorical Ruling of the Shariah, vir., it fa not permissible for 
women to attend the Muajfcl And this is the Ruling of all Math- 

late 

The only rank which Qardawi holds Is the rank of gkabaMwah 
enJJaJU which Ion Hajar Haitami ascribes to those who deny 'the 
Shariah's prohibition and the ban on them Encoding the Musjid 
enacted by Hadhrat Umar (radntyallahu antm). A gbabJ is a nonm. 

Hadhrat Aishah (rndWyallahu anha) said: "If RasutuUah 
(sotlaUatm alayhi wasallam) had seen what the women have 
introduced, he would most certainly proktbU them from the 
Musjid - 

Hadhrat Umar (radbiyallahu anbu), the second Khali fah, 
prohibited women from the Musjid. Not a single Sehaabi differed 
with him. Hadhrat Abdullah Ibn Umar and Hadhrat Abdullah Ibn 
Mas'bod (radhiyallahu aninrma) would pert women with pebbles, 
chasing them away from the Musjid. 

All the conditions which were attached to the initial 
pcrnussitdlity of women attending the Musjid during the age of 
Rasuhdlah (senallahu alayhi wasallam) have long ago - many 
cent uric* ago - disappeared. It la foe this reason mat the Sahaabah 
and all the authorities of the Shariah prohibit women from the 
Muaaajid. 

We again repeal what Hadhrat Ibn Hajar Haitami of the eighth 
century said: *7Vo one wM hesitate In the prvhlbtiion of women 
(Jrcm offending the Musjid) except a ghabi M>ho is a jaahil and 
^ lech, the abarytomnderxand the suWeOa 

We advise the g**60a*htt to terminate his search in the 
Musaajid for women. He sbouW divert his gaze elsewhere for his 
obnoxious search. 
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THEY LEAD ASTRAY - 

THEY ARE THE "WORST UNDER THE CANOPY OF THE 

SKY" 

Rasuluttah (sallallahu alayhi wasaltam) said: 

"Verily, 1 fear for my Ummah the aimmah mudhilleen. " 

'Aimmah Mudhilleen ' are such evil persons masquerading as Ulama 
whose primary function on earth is to mislead the Ummah with their 
'fatwas' of the nafs. They are in league with Shaitaan- in-Chief (Ibiees). 
With their methodology of baseless interpretation, they plot to 
dismantle the sacred Shariah of islam which the Ummah has inherited 
from the Sahaabah of Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasailam). Thus, 
we find these GHABIS who pose as sheikhs and molvis propagating in 
diametric contradiction of the teachings of Islam which have existed in 
the Ummah since the age of the Sahaabah. About the Sahaabah, our 
Nabi (sallallahu alayhi wasailam) said: 

"Honour my Sahaabah, for verity, they are your noblest Then those 
after them (the Taabieen), then those after them (the Tab-e- 
Taabieen). Thereafter will be the rise of falsehood. n 

This 'falsehood' which Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasailam) 
predicted is being peddled by the likes of Qardawi and the numerous 
other ghabis (morons) who follow the kuffaar and Shaitaan into the 
'lizard's hole'. Hadhrat Ibn Hajar Haitami (rahmatullah alayh), the 
illustrious Shaafi* authority of the eighth Islamic century, condemning 
the likes of Qardawi and his ilk, said in Al-Fataawal Kubral Fiqhiyah: 
"And no one will hesitate to prohibit women (from the Musjid and 
emerging from the home in general) except a shabi (moron) who is a 
iaahil (ienoramusL and who lacks ability in understanding the 
subtleties of the Shariah. » 

Rasulullah (sallallahu alayhi wasailam) sajd; 

"There will dawn an age when their ulama will be the worst 

under the canopy of the sky. From them wilt emanate fitnah and this 

fltnah will rebound on them. " 
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